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Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly, theamendment is 
“ t in order here. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The bill is as much for 
cases of this kind as anything else. 
[beg leave to say, that this work was com- 
menced last year, aneigat would be an immense ad- | 
yantaze to have it completed. ea 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire | 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means if there is not a section of the bill 
under which this amendment would appropriately 
come in? 
Mr. HOUSTON. That amendment belongs 
entirely to another bill, and is not applicable to 


his. i 
ir. CHANDLER. To a bill into which we 
are not likely to get it. 
Mr. WENTWORTH, of Massachusetts. | 
believe that provision is made in the river and | 
harbor bill for this very work. 
Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There is no such appropri- | 
ation as that in this bill, according to my recollec- | 
tion. | believe | may say, further, that no such 
appropriauion has ever been made in the civil and | 
diplomatic bill. If that appropriation were al- | 
lowed to go into this bill, what would be the use 
ofariver and harbor improvement bill, or a forti- 
fication bill? 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
nense with those bills. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment in question 
can be proposed when bills of that kind are under 
consideration. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly it could; but if 
this work be not completed now 
The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) The Chair 
rules the amendment out of order, on the ground 
that the committee is considering the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. This item is in | 
order, to a general appropriation bill, but it is not 
to the civil and diplomatic bill. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The decision of the Chair, | 
I suppose, is right, according to the letter of the | 
rule; but I only say that we are losing more than | 
$30,000 for the want of an early appropriation. | 
The CHAIRMAN, That may be. 
| 


1 believe we could dis- | 





Mr. FLORENCE. I suppose that if unani- 
mous consent Is given, it can come In. 
it may be received by general consent. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman is | 
not in earnest about that, and I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means to add to the clause | 
under consideration, after the word “* streets,’’ the 
words ‘*or such other buildings as the Secretary 
of War may select;” so that it shall read: 

For rent of house on northwest corner of F and Seven- 
teenth streets, or such other buildings as the-Secretary of 
War may select, and warming all the rooms in it, $21,875. 

The object of the amendment is to authorize 
the Secretary of War, in the event that notice | 
shall be given by Mr. Winder that he will require 
his building to be delivered up at the end of the 
fiscal year, to rent other buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer an amend- 


l ask that | 


ment, to come in after the first clause of the bill, || 


under the head of ‘* Post Office Department.”’ 
The amendment is rendered necessary by the 
recent lettings, which accumulated so much labor 
that temporary clerks had to be employed. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


For compensation to temporary clerks, necessarily em- 


ployed from the 9th of May, 1853, to the 30th of June, 1854, 
$1,450 98, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
When the following paragraph was read: 

gi so Contingent expenses of said Territory [Oregon] 
* ’ 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon, moved to amend by 
adding the words: 

That George L. Carry, Seeretary of Oregon, be allowed 
and paid the salary uf Governor for and during the time he 
discharged the duties of Governor in the year 1853. 

Mr. L. said: In order that the committee may 
understand the amendment which I propose, I 


FRIDAY, JUNE 16, 1854. 


will = that the Secretary of Oregon is, by law, | 


allowed a salary of $1,500 per annum for his ser- 
vices. That is the only compensation which he 
receives. But the law makes it his duty, upon 
the death or absence of the Governor, to perform 
the duties of that officer. Such happened to be the 
case in Oregon last year. I went out there as 
Governor, and entered upon the duties of my 
office; but after two days I resigned. The duties 
of Governor then devolved upon the Secretary of 
the Territory. He eontinued to discharge those 
duties for six months, at which time the gentle- 
man who had been appointed to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by my resignation arrived. Now, sir, 
as the salary of the Secretary is very small, | hope 
he will be allo ved to receive the salary of Gov- 
ernor during the time that he discharged the duties 
of that office. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move the insertion 
of the following, after the appropriations for 
Washington Territory: 


TERRITORY OF KANSAS. 


For salaries of Governor, three judges, and secretary, 
$10,000. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 

For compensation and mileage of the nrembers of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, $20,000, 

TERRITORY OF NEBRASKA. 


For salaries of Governor, three judges, and secretary, 
$10,500, 


For contingent expenses of said Territory, $1,500. 

For compensation and mileage of members of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses 
of the Assembly, $20,000, 

I have but a word to say in explanation of the 
amendment. The sum proposed to be appropri- 
ated is the gross amount of the salaries provided 
for by the Nebraska-Kansas bill passed recently. 
The committee presumed that it was the wish of 


members to make the same appropriations for the | 


contingent expenses of the Executive and Legis- | 


lative Departments of these Territories as have 
been made for our other Territories. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. At the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] the | 


chairman of the Committee on Territories, who is 


now absent, | move to insertafter the amendments | 


just adopted what follows: 


That $500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, to | 


be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purchase of books for the territorial 


libraries for each of the Territories of Minnesota, Oregon, | 


Utah, New Mexico, and Washington, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will also | 


provide for Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I have no objection, and so 
modify my amendment. Without detaining the 
conimittee, I will only say, that the amendment is 
recommended by the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HAVEN. I submit whether the amount 
is not too large for Kansas and Nebraska, until 


their population shall have increased beyond what | 


it now is? 


rior, and he will judge whether it be too much. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
reads, gentlemen will find that it only provides 
$500 for all these libraries, when the intention is 
to appropriate $500 for each of them. 
|| Mr. TAYLOR. I intended it to provide $500 
|| for each of the Territories. 
| Mr. HUGHES. I trust my colleague [Mr. 
| Haven] will withdraw any objection to this ap- 
|| propriation; for although the ighabitants of those 
| Territories are rather sparse, he will remember 
|| that all the laws of the United States have been 
| made applicable there, and they will require this 
|| law library in order to understand them. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 

fl ment was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE, of Oregon. 


I offer the following 
| amendment: 


Mr. TAYLOR. The money is to be expended | 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- | 


As the amendment now | 


JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


New Series..... No. 89. 


Disbursements having been made from the appropria 
lions for compensations and mile ages of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, and officers’ clerks, and the 
conungent expenses by the Secretaries of Oregon, Minune 
sota, and Utah, under the authority of territorial laws or 
resolutions, and the accounting officers of the Treasury 
having disallowed several paymeuts, in settling the aec- 
counts with said Territories, because they were not author- 
ized by the act of August 29, 1842, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby empowered to cause credits to be given 
to said Secretaries for such disbursements 30 disallowed, as 
he shall find to be equitable and just. 


Mr. HOUSTON. | do not know anything 
about this matter, more than I gather from the 
statement of facts here presented. I take it for 
granted that they are true; but I think that they 
ought not to form a part of thelaw. If an appro- 
priation is to be made for the purpose asked by 
the gentleman from Oregon, would it not be better 
to make it directly, without stating the facts, in 
the law? 

Mr. LANE. [ am willing to strike out the 
things indicated by the gentleman from Alabama; 
but there are very good reasons why the amend- 
ment should beadopted. If itis notin the proper 
form, | will thank any gentleman to put itin shape. 
The secretaries of the Territory of Oregon have 
had some difficulty in getting their accounts set- 
tled. [have consulted the officers at the Treasury 
Department, and have received their advice in re- 
gard to this matter. I will say, further, that we 
ask no appropriation of money, for we have a 
surplus now, and have never used the appropria- 
tions heretefore made. There is an amount now 
due Oregon of some $15,000 or $20,000. Many 
of the accounts of the late secretaries of the Ter- 
ritory that ought to be allowed have been sus- 
pended. They have expended money which was 
not authorized, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
believes, by the law of 1842; but unless the law 
is made more plain that authorizes their aceounts 

| to be settled and allowed, they will be losers to a 
large amount that they have paid and honestly 
disbursed. 

Now, no gentleman of this committee, | am 
sure, wants that to be the case We want them 
to have credit for all the money which they have 
disbursed, and nothing more. An amendment like 
this is necessary for the settlement of their ac- 
counts, and I ask that it may be agreed to in some 
shape. 

| have a communication here in relation to this 
matter from the Comptroller. I have been very 
careful in regard to it. 1 will send it up to the 
Clerk’s desk, and let him read it for the informa- 
tion of the committee. 

Portion of the communication was read; and is 
as follows: 

‘<The amendment, if adopted, will not take any money 
from the Treasury. 

‘* None of these Territories have expended all the money 
Congress has appropriated, from time to time, ‘ for com- 
pensation and mileage of the members of the Legislative 
Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses.’ 

“The following balances stand to their credit on the 
books of the Treasury Department, to wit: 


QIORORs 6. avec > dvsese Sdesdb bccsddeuceege #31 ,467 39 
> PiimeBotaes. é ides is sede gb bcos cceaue suede 2,950 51 
DON 5 Ss sTS KS Ve cdarpevekuecectaceten 45,568 40 


“The accounts of the different secretaries of the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico have been satisfactorily settled. 

“No account from the secretary of Washington Terri- 
tory has been received, and therefore no relief is necessary 
for them. 

“The balances are given to show that the Territories 
have not exceeded the appropriations made by Congress, if 
all the disallowances were credited. 

** Most sincerely yours 


i ELISHA WHITTLESEY.” 


| The question was taken; and the amendment 
| ‘vas agreed to. 
| Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I am requested by 
the Delegate from Utah, [Mr. Bernuise.,} whom 
+1 do not now see in his seat, to offer an amend- 
| ment to the bill under consideration. It is a joint 
|| resolution reported by the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Territories some time since, to pay 
the expenses of a board of commissioners, ap- 
|| pointed under a legislative act of the Territory of 
Utah, to prepare a code of laws for the Territory. 
|| I think this 18 a proper place, and the only place, 
\| in the bill for its introduction. 
\| ‘The amendment was reported, as follows: 
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That the accounting officers of the Treasury be author- |) Mr. STANTON. It is possible that I may 


ized to adjust the expense ofa board of commissioners ap- 
pointed under an act of the Legislative Assembly of the | 
‘Perritory of Utah, approved by the Governor thereof Jan- 
vary 16, 1852, to prepare a code of laws and of practice for 
eaid Territory; and the just and proper compensation and 
expense found to have been necessarily incurred betore 
the paseage of this resolution, the evidence of which, with 
the laws drawn by said commissioners, shall be submited 
in detail to said accounting officers,and the amounts so 
found, shall be paid from the balance of appropriations 
‘for compensation and mileage of the mewbers of the 
Legivlative Assembly, officers clerks, and contingent ex 
penses of the Territory of Utah,” now standing on the 
books of the ‘Treasury unexpended: Provided, That 
authority to charge the expense on said balance is not an 
approval by Congress of the act of the Territorial Legisia 
ture of Utah creating a board fora term of years to report 
lawe, from time totime, for the action of the Legislature of | 
said ‘Verritory. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have passed that point | 
in the bill where this amendment is in order; and | 
as the amountis entirely indefinite, I ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to withhold it for the present, 
and see if he cannot ascertain the amount which 
it will be necessary for us to appropriate for this 
purpose. If the committee has observed the 
reading of the amendment, it has seen that it is 
wholly indefinite. Wedo not know whether under 
it we are appropriating fifty dollars or $50,000. 
We simply authorize the settlement of expenses 
about which we know nothing, which were unau- 
thorized when contracted for. As we have passed 
that part of the bill where it would be in order, I 
ask the gentleman from Ohio to hold it up, and 
get it introduced in the Senate, if it is just. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 would have explained the 
amendment, so far as I could, to the committee, if | 
I had supposed there would have been any objec- 
tion to it. IT had previously submitted to my hon- | 
orable friend from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] the 
atatement of the gentleman from Illinois, thechair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, [Mr. Ricu- | 
ARDSON,] who is now absent, when he reported, 
by order of that committee, this joint resolution. 

I will say that it requires no appropriation of | 
money. ‘There is already appropriated and un- 
expended, as just stated in the letter of the Comp- | 
troller of the Treasury, which was sent to the | 
Clerk's desk by the Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. | 
Lawe,] a large amount of money in the Treasury | 
of Utah Territory. But the object of this amend- 
ment is to enable the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or his subordinates, to pay the board of com- 
missioners who have prepared, under the direc- 
tion of the Territorial Legislature of Utah, a code 
of laws enacted by that body. Those expenses | 
had been heretofore paid in other Territories, and 
it is usual to do so in such cases. 

{ was informed by the Delegate from Utah this | 
morning [Mr. Bernutsec) that this resolution | 
was drawn up under the direction of Comptroller 
Whittlesey. I addressed a note to him as to the 
propriety of this resolution, and asking him to 
specify the amount necessary. I received from | 
him the reply I hold in my hand, which I will 
send to the Clerk to read. 

‘yr | 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TrReasvury DEPARTMENT, 
CompTro._er’s OrFice, June 15, 1854, 

Dear Sra: I return to you a copy of the joint reselution 
“authorizing the accounting officers of the Treastry to 
adjust the expenses of a board of commissioners appointed 
by the Territorial Assembly of Utah to preparea code of 
laws.’’? Atd,in reply to your inquiries, | say: First. The 
like power has heen granted to the accounting officers to | 
settie the like expenses in other Territories, and unless it | 
should be granted in this case, no allowance can be made. | 
Becond. As to the amount of the expenses when Mr. Bab 
biit, the present Secretary of Utah came here, he presented | 
the claim of the code commissioners for their services, 
amounting to $2,428 10. He had paid on this claim $2,000. 


the 








' On being informed that an allowance could not be made to 1 
him for this payment without authority from Congress, he || 
withdrew the account. 1} 


It is proper to state, that the sum of $2,428 10 included 
the compensation of the commissioners and clerk. 
Most sincerely yours, 
ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 


Hon, Joux L. Tayior, Chairman ad interim of the Com- || 


mittee on Territories. 


The question was then taken on the amendment; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
offer an amendment, to come in after line six 
hundred and forty-five. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page twenty-seven, line six hundred and forty-five, | 
insert: 

For purchasing for the use of the State Department 
one hundred copies of Little and Brown’s edition of the 
United States Statutes at Large, and the same number of | 





| proved the 3d March, 1853, entitled “An act making ap- 


have allowed the place to be passed by in which 
this amendment would more properly come in; 
but it is perhaps quite as well here as anywhere 
else. 

The Secretary of State addressed to mea letter, 
some time since, In which he states that, in con- 
sequence of casualties by fire to the offices for 
which those books are to be supplied, it is neces- 
sary to furnish one handred additional copies. 

Mr. HOUSTON, | must objectto going back, 
and offering amendments to parts of the bill which 
we have passed. If we do so, there is no telling 
when we shall get through with the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. IL do not propose to go back. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But we have already passed 
the part of the bill in reference to the State Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. STANTON. This is an amendment to 
provide for the purchase of books for their use; 
and | presume it is perfectly in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that it would have been more regular at an earlier 
stage of the bill; but he will still hold it to be in 
order now. 

Mr. STANTON. The Secretary of State asks | 
for a small appropriation for the purchase of 
books, to supply the place of those which have 
been burnt, and which are necessary for offices 
to be furnished, and offices which have been re- 
cently erected. It seems to me it would bea very 
technical objection to say that this is not the 
proper place to insert the appropriation, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman may suppose 
what he pleases about technicalities; but if he ex- | 
pects me to consent to go back in this bill toinsert | 
appropriations, he wiil find himself mistaken. If 
he had been present, and attended to the bill, he 
would have had no difficulty in offering his amend- | 
ment at the proper place, The Chairman has, | 
however, ruled this amendment to be in order, 
and | have nothing further to say. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I shall have nothing 
further to say. I ask that the communication 
from the Secretary of State may be read. 

The following letter°was then read: 

DEPARTMENT OF StTaTR, 
WasHinoton, May 25, 1854. § 

Sir: [ have to request that an appropriation be made by | 
Congress of $3,500, for the purchase of one hundred copies | 
of Little & Brown’s edition of the United States Statutes 
at Large. | 

It has become necessary to procure an additional supply 
of that work, partly in consequence of the losses occasioned 
in different parts of the country by fire, and partly by an 
increase ofthe number of officers of the Government, who | 
are, by existing laws, entitled to receive the work from this | 
Department. ; 

An additional supply of one hundred copies of the pam- 
phiet laws of the Thirty Third Congress will also be re- | 
quired for distribation, rendering necessary an appropriation | 
of seventy-five dollars. 

I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. L. MARCY. 
Hon. F. P. Srantron, Chairman Judiciary Committee, | 

House of Representatives. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
adopted. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to amend in the six | 


hundred and forty-second line by striking out || 


** $9,000’? and inserting ‘‘$9,400;”’ so that the 
paragraph, as amended, would read: 

For compensation of the district attorneys, $9,400. 

Mr. P. said: I move this increase in order to 
embrace the district attorneys for the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. PHELPS. I move, for the same reason, !o || 


increase the appropriation in the next paragraph 
from $7,800 to $8,200, in order to embrace the 
marshals for the same Territories. 
The paragraph, as amended, would read: 
For compensation of the marshals, $8,200. | 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DRUM. I move to amend by adding, at 
the end of the following paragraph: 
For annuities and grants, $750, 


|| —the words: 


| 
And that the eighth section of the act of Congress ap- | 


propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th of June, 1854,” be, | 
and the same is hereby, revived and continued in force. * 
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Treasury Department. There are not such clerk, 
however,now. The classification which was a 
vided for last year has dispensed with jj th 
temporary clerks in the Treasury Departmen, 
with the exception of the Third Auditor’s off,,’ 
and they are provided for in the bill in anothe, 
place. The amendment of the gentleman is a 
fore unnecessary. ‘The classification made two 
years ago dispensed with all the temporary de. 
ships,and thereare none now legally in EXistence 

Mr. DRUM. All I can say in reply ia, thes 
the act of 1842, creating @eese temporary clerk. 
ships, was revived in 1846, and again in 1853: 
and that the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Fourth Auditor recommend that it be again r¢. 
vived. If the matter be provided for in another 
part of the bill, as the gentleman from Alal 
says that it is, I shall press my amendmer 
further. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I spoke of the clerks jn the 
Third Auditor’s office. The temporary clerk. 
ships are all dispensed with, excepting those in 
the Third Auditor’s office, which are given for the 
purpose of examining the rolls connected wi) 
the bounty land laws. The temporary force jp 
the Pension office was discharged a few days ago 
and a few additional permanent clerks substituted. 
The law of 1853 requires that the Treasury De- 
partment shall bave a certain number of clerks. 
it takes up the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, and 
Sixth Auditor’s office—all the Auditor’s offices 
classifies the clerks, and provides expressly that 
these offices shall have only the clerks specified 
therein. In this view of the case I make a point 
of order on the gentleman’s amendment. There 
is no law for it; really it is against law. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, on the ground that the amendment pro- 
poses a change of a general law. We are now 
considering an appropriation bill into which nothing 
can come in order but appropriations under laws, 
and directions for their disbursement. 

Mr. PRESTON. After the heading “ custom- 


houses,’’ insert as follows: 


e 


AMa 
it no 


For completing the euston-house at St. Louis, Missouri, 
$100,000. 

For completing the eustom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 
$65,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$40,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Louisville, %- 
tucky, $40,000, 

For completing the custom-house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000. 

For completing the custom house, Bath. Maine, $20,000. 

For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela 
ware, $12,000. 

To purchase a site for custom-house at Providence, 
Rhode Island, 24,000. 


Mr. PRESTON. I dislike to trouble the House 
again with this amendment for the custom-houses, 
for they are old acquaintances, every one of which 
has been approved by this body upon the yeas 
and nays during this session; but I desire to recall 
to its memory the reason assigned by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for resisting the inser- 
tion of these appropriations in the deficiency bill. 
When that was under consideration, they said 
that these appropriations should not be ingrafied 
as amendments upon it, but that it was proper 
they should be contained ina separate bill. The 
Committee of Ways and Means having, through 
its chairman, engineered the original bull until it 
_was defeated, a younger member was authorized 

to report a second bill, accompanied by another 
_ providing separately for the custom-houses, and 
|in this manner succeeded in getting through the 
| last deficiency bill. Thegentleman from Alabama, 
| [Mr. Puuurrs,} seduced by this propaeien of 
' the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxiv- 
RIDGE,] together with some other of our friends, 
acted with this hope; and the consequence was, 
that we lost the custom-houses, which we had pre- 
viously carried separately by ten or twelve votes. 
Now, the Committee of Ways and Means again 
tell us not to be impatient, and we will reach the 
| separate bill for the custom-houses, which they 
have reported in the regular éourse of parliament- 
ary resurrection. For my own part, | believe it 
a desperate hope. If we entertain it we will again 


|| be disappointed, and merit to be laughed at. 


have seen a ludicrous cut in one of Hood *s works, 
of a fellow riding a donkey, who is seated so near 


Mr. HOUSTON. I will state to the gentleman |, his tail that there is barely room for himself, but 


from Pennsylvania that that was a usual provis- 


the pamphiet laws of the Thirty-Third Congress, $3,537," || ion when there were temporary clerks in the 


laughingly invites a weary traveler to get up be- 
bina FlLaughter.) 


1854. 
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The appropriations asked for the custom-houses 
shies amendment are in conformity with the esti- 
of the Secretary of the Treasury; they have 
pproved by this House each upon separate | 
eoues upon yeas and nays; they have met the | 
~anction of the Senate, who ingrafied them upon | 
che denciency bill, and the only reason urged by | 
. eammittee against that course was that it was 

. the appropriate bill to provide for them. The | 

ection cannot now apply. Last year the cus- 

»-house appropriations were made in the shape 

» amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill, 
J this. now asked, is the usual course. The 

Committee of Ways and Means have themselves 
set us the example, and in this very bill provide | 
-- eantinuing the construction of the custom- 
houses at Charleston and New Orleans, and else- | 
where, and are ready also to provide by an amend- 
ont for an item nut embraced in this bill when it | 
~ .s reported, being the money requisite to con- | 

1e the custom-house at Richmond. Why, 
sen, do they exclude us from having the other | 
eystom-house appropriations inserted in this bill ? 
i: is the place in which such provisions have 
ways been made heretofore. Why should not 
this act contain the appropriations approved by 
the committee, and recommended by them in the | 
separate bill, approved at both times by both 
Houses of Congress, and advised by the Admin- 
istrauon as necessary. i 

So far as the appropriation for $40,000 for the | 
completion of the custom-house at Louisville is | 
concerned, I can afford either to forego, postpone, | 
or abandon it altogether, if the public necessity | 
require it; but I see no reason for refusing to | 
crant these estimates of the Administration, or | 
for not inserting them in this bill, and therefore | 

wain, in behalf of its friends, once more submit | 
the proposition to the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do@ot want to engage in 
a discussion on the subject of the custom-houses. | 
| presume the committee understand that subject | 
perfectly. There is a very broad difference be- | 
tween the Richmond custom-house and the cus- | 
tom-houses included in this amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama answer me on this point; is there any dif- 
ference between them, except that between western 
interests and Atlantic interests? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman knows very 
litle about my course on these custom-houses if 
he supposes that [ am influenced by any such con- 
sideration as that which he presumes influences | 
me. The gentleman seems to intimate that my 
consideration for locality directs my course in re- 
lation to some of these custom-houses. 

No, sir; there is a difference between the Rich- | 
mond custom-house and the custom-houses includ- | 
ed inthis amendment. It is, that in relation to the 
latter they have all got what, at the time, was said 
to be sufficient to complete them. And therefore 
I am unwilling to vote any more for them in this 
bill, or in any other bill. Thatistheground | have 
taken all along in opposing further appropriations 
tothem. I believe that the sums appropriated are | 
sufficient to complete these custom-houses in the 
most approved plan as fire-proof buildings. In 
Richmond that is not the case. Richmond re- 
ceived an appropriation of $100,000, while it col- 
lects a revenue from foreign imports to the amount 
of $140,000 or $150,000. Louisville collects some 
$45,000 or $50,000 of customs in the year while 
the labor is all done in New Orleans, and Louis- 
ville has got appropriations of $178,000—within a 
very few thousand of the amount which the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means have proposed for the 

custom-house at Richmond. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no argument to | 
show that the parallel between these cases holds | 
in the most remote degree. It was contemplated | 
‘o give Richmond more than it has got, ard per- | 
aps, in the amendment which I expect to offer | 
hereafter, we will bring Richmond up to about the | 
average of the custom-house appropriations. I | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
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* 


believe it is now below the average of Mobile, 
Louisville, St. Louis, and Cincinnati. St. Louis 
has received $227,000; Cincinnati $212,000; Lou- 
sville $178,000, and Mobile $200,000. That is the 
condition of thesea propriations. And we propose 
how to give to Richmond that which will make 
the custom-house appropriation for that port | 
$200,000, That is all. And when we shall have 
made this appropriation to Richmond, I shall be || 
unwilling toincrease it. Asfaras lamconcerned, | 
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I will place it in the same category 


GLOBE. _ 


with the I Ways and Means have disappointed them all, 


others, and vote against all further appropriations || 


tout. Thatisthedifference which, in my opinion, 
exists between the custom-houses for which the 


They interpose their judgment about the appro- 


|| priations heretofore made, and believe them suf- 


gentleman proposes appropriations, and the cus- | 


tom-house at Richmond. 


Sir, we have the evidence of the gentleman from | 


the Louisville district, [Mr.. Presron,] and from 
the Treasury Department, that, at the jast session 
of Congress, they had appropriations to meet every 
bid that was then before the Department. They 
had appropriations to enable the Department to 
comply with the bids for the erection of a fire- 


proof building; and under no circumstances, there- | 


fore, would | be willing to vote further appropria- | 
tions for Louisville or St. Louis, because there is | 


evidence on record that there were bids in the 
Treasury Department proposing to complete the 
custom-houses at these points in the manner de- 
sired and for the money appropriated. I would 
like to know what became of these bids and that 
money? 

Mr. DISNEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the appropriation for the Cin- 
cinnati custom-house one dollar. 

Mr. Chairman, to me, I confess, the course 
pursued by the Committee of Ways and Means 
in regard to this custom-house matter is totally 
inexplicable. It is novel. That committee not 
only directly and openly disregard the recommend- 
ations of the head of the Department, who, from 
the necessity of the case,is familiar with the 
wants, character, and condition of those things 


ficient to erect a building of the proper sort and 
character. This judgment, too, is given in direct 
Opposition to the mature judgment of the Secre- 
tary, founded upon a deliberate examination of all 
the facts by the experienced head of the Depart- 


| ment, who has carefully looked into them all. 


Now, sir, | again come back to the question 
originally propounded. Why is this? Have the 
Committee of Ways and Means given to this 
House an intelligent and satisfactory reason, in 
reply to the facts stated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in relation to the case of the custom- 
house at Cincinnati? 

Mr. CASKIE. I should not take part in this 
discussion, but for some remarks of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Preston.] His allusion to 
the Richmond custom house perhaps calls for 
some notice from me. I do not propose now to 
enter upon the merits of the appropriation which 


| it is understood will be recommended for that ob- 


which are necessary to promote the interest of || 


the Government: I say that committee contempt- 
uously disregard all the reasonings and judgment 
of that officer. ‘They pay not the slightest regard 
to his estimates upon this or any other subject. 
Not only that, but, as is seen from the statement 
which the chairman of the committee has just 
made, they go further, and entirely disregard the 
solemnly recorded opinion of this House, over 
and over again, in relation to this matter. Il ask 
why is it?) What reason has this House heard 
from that committee which should influence it to 
sustain them in this course of which I have 
spoken—and spoken in proper terms, too? 

Take the case of the Cincinnati custom-house. 
You have in the document, which is before me, 
the facts and reasons of the Secretary given; and 
I undertake to say, that no impartial and unpre- 
judiced man can sit down and peruse its statements 
without being satisfied thatthe appropriation ought 
to be made. And yet it has no effect upon this 
Committee of Ways and Means. I again ask, 
why is it? Why do gentlemen stand up here, as 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means has just done, and state that, in their judg- | 
ment, proper and appropriate buildings, having | 
regard to form, character, and dimensions, could | 


be contracted for and constructed for the eum 
already appropriated? Such is not the judgment 
of the Secretary; and in reference to the Cincin- 
nati custom-house he goes on and gives the facts. 
He says: 


‘The plans and specifications for this building were | 


prepared and arranged with great care to meet the purposes 
contemplated in the act authorizing its erection, and with 
reference to the most economical construction in a fire 
proof manner. , ; 

*“< Bids were solicited for its erection by advertisement of 


December 11, 1852, for sixty days, the lowest of which, on | 


examination, were found to exceed, in the aggregate, the 
amountappropriated ; but as the last appropriation was for 


the completion of the edifice, and there could be no reduc- | 


tion of the size of the building, no resource existed but to 
curtail the expense of its interior, and its fire proof quality, 


very much, however, to its injury in appearance and its | 


safety. 

“As the cutting down of the building in this imanner 
would greatly injure it, and evidently be the very worst 
economy for the Governtnent to pursue, the Department 
considered that when the subject was brought to the atten 
tion of Congress, the necessary additional appropriation to 
complete it in the manner it should be constructed, would 
be made. : 

« Accordingly, contracts were awarded and made in ac- 
cordance with the plans ard specifications, with the pro 


viso, that should Congress not make the additional appro- | 


priation, the above alluded to alterations should be made, 

and the building cut down to the amount of the appropria- 

tion. Hence the $40,000 asked for, which will complete 
| the building agreeably to the plans and specifications.”’ 


The Secretary, believing Congress to be an | 


intelligent body, supposed that when Congress 
should be placed in possession of the facts of the 
case, they would make the appropriation recom- 
mended. But whatever recommendations he may 
have made, certain it is that the Committee of 


| 


i 


ject. Itis not now before this committee. When 
the proper time comes, | shall be prepared to say 
whatever is necessary and right about it. At 
present, I shail confine myself to that which alone 
has induced me to rise. 

I think | have a right to complain of the way 
in which the Richmond custom-house has been 
drawn into thisdebate. When the deficiency bill 
was up, and gentlemen having custom-houses in 
their districts—appropriations for which were esti- 
mated as deficiencies—made their propositions, I 


voted on them without allusion or reference to 





| 


Richmond. I[ did not attempt to put the Rich- 
mond building in that bill, and for the plain reason 
that the estimate of the Secretary in reference to 
it was not fora deficiency. It was his business 
to determine where he would make ‘his estimate. 
He made it for the civil and diplomatic bill. I 
was content to take itup when we came regularly 
to the point at which he had placedit. Such has 
been my course, although | believe that if we 
could have sooner got the appropriation, we might 
perhaps have expedited the building. We cer- 
tainly desired action at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. 

In voting upon custom-house appropriations, I 
have looked only to their claims. I voted when 
we were on the deficiency bill for suchas were 
recommended by the Depertment, because I 
thought its recommendations were reasonable, so 
far as I could judge. Besides, although no one 
can condemn more strongly than I do the abuses 
which have oceurred in past times, | was satisfied 
that at last the buildings I voted to complete 
would be faithfully finished for the amounts asked. 
Here I should like very much to present some 
general views in reference to these buildings, but 
my five minutes do not permit. Mr. Chairman, 
when my time, which I have quietly bided, shall 
come, I only ask gentlemen to do unto me asl 
have done untothem. I voted upon their proposi- 
tions in advance of my own, and without refer- 
ence to what might be its fate, If they did not 
succeed, it was not my fault. Now, let each case 
stand on its own footing, and be judged by its 
own merits. Let not the fact that the committee 
of Ways and Means have recommended an ap- 
propriation for the Richmond building, while they 
have refused to recommend appropriations for 
some others, operate with any gentleman against 
it. Let it come in its proper place, and be consid- 
ered unembarrassed by such allusions as we have 
heard from the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Preston.] I havea right to expect this, when 
my own action has been such as I have described; 
when, looking to nothing but the character of 
each application, I have always been willing to 
vote such amounts as I thought fair and right. 

Mr. PRESTON. I beg to assure the gentle- 
man that the remarks | male were in no spirit of 
hostility to the Richmond custom-house. 

Mr. CASKIE. I did not suppose the gentle- 
man had any hostility to that work. I spoke 
of his remarks which | thought hed a tendency to 
excite some prejudice against it—that not unnat- 
ural prejudice which results from the idea that 
an shine is unduly favored. , 

Mr. DISNEY, there being no objection, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We have progressed 
very rapidly with the bill to-day, and as it is grow- 
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ing late, the House is thin, and this is a very im- 
portant amendment, I move that the committee 
do now rise, There should be a full House to 
act upon this question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Speeches are to 
be made on the question, and they may as well be 
made now as at any other time. I trust the mo- 
tion to rise may not prevail. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
no quorum present, 

Tellers were demanded, and refused on the mo- 
tion to rise, 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. BRIDGES. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thereupon, at three o’clock, p. m., the House 
adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o’clock, m. 


{t is evident there is 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, June 16, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Winuiam H. Mireurn. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

An act for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Elijah Beebe; 

An act for the relief of Thomas Frazer; and 

An act regulating the pay of deputy postmas- 
ters. 

Which were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


PRIVATE BILL DAY—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STUART. Mr. President, this is private 
bill day, and I suppose it will require the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to do any other busi- 
ness. The bill which is immediately under con- 
sideration, as the first on the Private Calendar, it 
will be recollected, is one which I have more par- 
ticularly in charge, 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Wacker] has the floor. 


On that matter the Senator | 


I understand, however, that there is quite a unani- | 
mous desire in the Senate to proceed with the | 
consideration of the veto message; and feeling 


very anxious myself that that subject should be 


early disposed of, I wish to say to the Senate that, | 


so far as | am concerned, I shall waive all desire 
to proceed with the private bills to-day, if the 


tion of the veto message. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, it has now 
been about four or five weeks since private claims 
were considered by the Senate; and although we 
are great! 
eration of private bills, claimants are constantly 


besieging me, as chairman of the Committee on | 


Claims, to insist upon the consideration of their 


in advance of the House inthe consid- | 


bills, according to the rules of theSenaie. I hope, | 


therefore, sir, that unless it is contrary to the gen- 
eral sense of the Senate, or unless the Senator 
from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,]} who has the 
floor on the indigent insane bill, particularly de- 


sires to proceed with his remarks to-day, we shall | 


go on and consider the Private Calendar. 

1 therefore submit two points for the considera- 
tion of the Senate: The first is the fact that we 
have done nothing with private claims for the last 
four or five weeks. The second is, that if the 
honorable Senator from New York does not 


and if it is the general sense of the Senate, that 
we should proceed with the Private Calender, I 
hope we shall do so. 

r. GWIN. I hope that we can make an 
arrangement by which both ends can be accom- 
plished. I would suggest, therefore, that we pro- 
ceed with private bills until oneo’clock. We can 
then take up the veto message, and the Senator 
from New York can address the Senate upon it. 
I presume he will not occupy more than an hour. 


ar- 
ticularly desire to go on with his remarks to-day, | 


| Then we shall have an hour more for other busi- 


ness. 

Several Senarors. 
private bills. 

Mr. GWIN. I am very anxious to have a 
claim acted upon to-day, which was before de- 
cided by the Senate, and sent to the House, but 
which, at our request, was sent back to us. 

The PRESIDENT. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 
this discussion is altogether out of order. 


Mr. HAMLIN. t call for the regular order of 


Oh, no; let us go on with 


| business. 


MOORE AND HASCALL. 
The PRESIDENT. Theregular order of busi- 


ness is the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. ‘The first bill is one for the relief of 
Hiram Moore and John Hascall, which is now 
under consideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.WALKER said: Mr. President,when I ad- 
dressed myself to this subject before, | remarked 
that after hearing the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Stuart] | might have something further to say, 
and might go to some extent into the proofs of 
what allegations | might make. I propose to do 
it now; and I ask the Senate, or as many of them 
as can possibly give me their attention, to do so, 
for | promise them that, while | was charged be- 


| fore with making very broad and unqualified | 
| assertions, | said nothing but what I feel myself 


now able to prove, and more than prove. 

The question before us, | repeat, as | did then, 
is one of very great importance. It is one that 
should be well considered by the Senate. It ought 
not lightly to pass upon it, for [ think that, after 


| very full examination, if the Senate shall pass the 
|| bill, very great and serious detriment will result. | 


[ shall take up many points in the speech of the 
honorable Senator from Michigan, and endeavor 
to reply to them, with what success the result 


must prove, or the judgment of the Senate must | 


determine. 
He commenced his argument in reply to me by 


| saying, what, if it amounted to anything, amounted 


to a charge against me of making the most un- 
qualified assertions which were not based in fact 
or in reason. I will read from his remarks, for l 


intend to quote him correctly as I reply to him. | 


He says: 
*¢ It perhaps is not the least difficult task for a man to 


| undertake to answer an argument that is made up wholly 








| 


of illimitable statements and declarations. I conceive that 
if a gentleman were to rise in his place to-day and tell the 
Senate of the United States that to-morrow, at noon, the 


* . on 2 | 
sun would be extinguished, the earth would be annihilated, | 
and the whole planetary system would be utterly and en- || 


tirely destroyed, there is not a man in the world who could 
refute that argument by reason and logic. -He could only 
say he did not believe it. Now, sir, [ find myself very 
much in that position.”’ 

The comparison here could not be stronger. It 
compares the statement which I made to one so 
egregiously erroneous, and unfounded, and base- 


. ; || less, as that all nature was to go to wreck to- | 
Senate are disposed to go on with the considera- || 


morrow. ‘This, sir, is pretty strong language to | 


use in reply. It implies a great deal; and if he 
has sustained that comparison against me he cer- 
tainly has placed me not only in a very ridiculous 
pesition, but in one which is most false. 

Sir, | shali use language upon this occasion 
about as strong as upon that; but I shall do to- 
day what I did. not do then; I shall follow my- 


| self, step by step, with the proofs. 


The next statement made by the Senator is: 


-*] trust the Senate will indulge me in saying that this | 
whole transaction, from the time of its inception down to | 


its completion, has been carried on in the county in which 


| T reside, within twelve or fourteen miles of my own resi- 


dence ; and if there is any subject which | have had anop- | 


portunity to understand by observation and by examination 
from first to last, itis the subject which is now before the 
Senate of the United States; and when the Senator from 
Wisconsin tells me that I am here the advocate of a meas- 
ure which carries upon its face, and in its effect, such per- 
fidy as he ascribes to this, when I Know all about it, no 
other inference can be drawn from his language, however 
he may intend it, except that [ am here in the dishonest 
advocacy of a very dishonest measure. This is a subject 
about which I cannot plead ignorance.” 


Again, speaking of Moore & Hascall, he says: | 


“They are men who claim for themselves to be meritori- 
ous; and they are men whom [ claim, on my reponsibility 
as aman and a Senator, to be meritorious. I speak from 
knowledge, for they are my neighbors. 
done in my community. 
all about it, if I Know anything.” 


If, in the progress of what I shall say to the | 


This thing bas been | 
It has been done where [ know | 


| 


Senate, I shall prove that in every respect where | 


he contradicts me I am right, I will leave it to the || 


| same effect. 
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Senate to determine how far he is mistaken 
regard to his own knowledge, or to make wha: 
other inference it may please. ~ 
After comparing the statement which | made 
to a statement that the world was to become 
wreck to-morrow, what is the first point he epeci. 
fies as worthy the institution of such comparison : 
It is this. He says of me: 


** He tells you that an attempt is made by this 
to Moore & Hascall, not that which they have 
and to which they have a right, but all that they claim: «3 
he says he knows they will claim everything that atin 
to any reaping machine that has ever been luvented, or jg 
now it use. 

If the Senator possesses the knowledge he claims 
for himself, he knows that Moore & Hascall wi 
make no such clam. Heknows that. | will se 
the honorable Senator if he is acquainted with » 
gentleman in his own State by the name of Lakir 
Brown; and also another, of the name of A. Y. 
Moore? 

Mr. STUART. It will probably be more eon. 
venient for the Senator and myself to answer his 
inquiries after he has got through with them. [ 
know those gentlemen, and I believe, also, I know 
the statements to which he refers. I think | cay 
satisfy the Senator that 1 know all about the 
matter. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to state that since | 
was arraigned, as it were, before the Senate the 
other day; and more particularly since the case of 
Mr. McCormick, now of Illinois, late of Virginia, 
was arraigned, and he was brought upon the stand 
as aman of fraud, as a man who usurped the 
right of others, he has: furnished me with addi- 
tional testimony not only to sustain my statements, 
but to sustain his own position. He has never 
sent an agentto me. I have never seen an agent 
of Mr. McCormick, never conversed with one. 
never knew that he had one. In the absence of 
all agents, when he was here advocating his own 
cause, as I have said before to the Senate, I gave 
him my ear often, and whenever a man comes to 
me with his own case, and presents it for himself, 
and does not send his hireling agents, I will listen 
tohim. I feel it to be my duty to do so, and if 
what [ notice after that is charged against me for 
so doing, | have an answer to make to it, and 
shall make it plainly. 

Then the statement which the Senator arraigned 
me for first making is this, that Moore & Has. 
call designed to claim what was embraced in the 
patents of other claimants for reaping machines. 

[ find that in the testimony of two witnesses 
taken in the State of Michigan, in a suit pending 
between Mr. McCormick, and the infringers of 
his patent, this statement was made: 

‘* Hiram Moore has repeatedly stated to me in conver 
sation that all the main features in MeCormick’s reaper 
were his, said Moore’s, invention; and he also stated 
this deponent, that the reason why he had not prosecuted 
persons for an infringement of his patent was the fact, thal 
he wanted to procure first his renewal of the patent for 
Moore & Hascall’s harvesting machine.” 

That is the statement proved by Mr. Lakin 
Brown. Then we have the testimony of aman 
of the same name with one of the claimants, but 
whether a relative or not I do not know, to the 
Mr. Moore says: 

“Hiram Moore has several times told him, this deponent, 


ol to Live 
Vented 


| that said plaintiff, MeCormick, and others, were using sub 


| asserted, that Moore & Hascal 


stantially his, said Hiram Moore’s, invention in ail the 
reaping machines ; but that he did not intend to prosecu 
for an infringement of his patent, inasmuch as he wanted 
first to procure an extension or renewal of his patent by 
Congress.”’ 
Now I contend that this fully proves what | 
t do not seek a 
extension of this patent for the purpose of mani 
facturing, but solely for the purpose of coming 
down on those whom they may claim to be in- 
fringers of their patent, and levy black mail on 
them, and make them pay what will constitute « 
profit on the patent. I prove this by sworn test- 
mony, certified under seal by the proper officers, 
and ‘sworn to have come from the lips of Mr. 
Moore himself. That is not all. It not only proves 
that they claim what is contained in McCormick's 
machine, but this also lets out the motive why 
they have, up to this time, remained so peacefu’, 
and not prosecuted infringers of what they claim 
to be their patent. That motive is admitted by 
Mr. Moore himself. It is that he wanted to gt! 
this patent extended, and then he says he will 
come down upon re and show that these 
eonle are all infringing his patent. : 
E What did I say when I spoke before? I said 
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is was the object. I now prove it by sworn 
weimony. {Said the object was not to manu- 
ove the machines, but to get the community in 
7 ‘¥ position that they could not use machines 
hich have already been bought from McCor- 
wick, without being subject to damages and to an 
“onction. Then the first charge which is brought 
-sinst me, Of having stated what is not so, falls 


‘wow, Mr. President, bear in mind another 
wning. [stated that, as this bill was now framed, 
would enable Moore & Hascall to go back for 
pwhteen years, and claim all they should allege 
hey have invented within that time, and obtain a 
vatent for it. “The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Srvart] takes issue with me on that, and says, 
they only propose to ge back fourteen years. 
Now let us see what he said about this matter. 
Sneaking of Mr. Moore, he used this language: 
«Looking abroad, sir, upon our prairies in 1832, he dis- 
overed at once that a single man, with a team, could, 
osides attending to his ordinary farming business, put in 
»aity acres of wheat; but he saw instantly that it required 
ereatmany men to harvest that wheat in the ordinary 
method, by acradle. He therefore saw, either thata great 
nortion of the western country, consisting of prairie land, 
justiie comparatively idle and unproductive, or else means 
must pe employed to provide for harvesting after the crop 
was in and ready to be harvested. He said tu his neigh- 
hors. ‘1 believe | can inventa machine which will harvest 
this wheat perfectly.? As a matter of course, they all 
wghed at him. ’ 
aman would have believed, a few years before it was de- 
monstrated, that intelligence could be communicated by 
telegraph. He went to work, however—to do what??? 


Remember, this was in 1832. 


“| wish to call the attention of Senators to the work which 
this gentleman set about. It was to produce a machine 


the ground, for { support my statement by | 


They did not believe him any more than | 


which would go into the fleld, and could thresh, clean up, | 


and put into bags the wheat at the rate of three acres an 
hour. That was a pretty large undertaking. Has he suc- 


ceeded ? 


The report of the committee says he has; and | 


as the matter has passed under my own observation, [ | 


know itto be so. Since he began, in 1836, to try his ma- 
chine, [ have Seen it Operate annually; and I tell you, sir, 
and | pledge myself to the Senate of the United States, 
that it does this work more thoroughly than it can be done 
inany other way. Itis done with less waste. There is 
less loss of wheat by shelling. The farmer gets more bush 
els of wheat into his barn by this mode than any other which 
has yet been proposed.”? 


In the bill in this case bear in mind there are 
two points. First, the patent is to be renewed. 
For what?) For what was contained in the ori- 
ginal patent? No, sir; but it is to be renewed for 
what was contained in the model, drawings, or 
specifications. 
up his model? 


|| the operations of others, or levy black mail on | 


When can we infer that he got || 
The Senator tells us it was in 1832. | 


If he can show that he made a model in 1832, | 


when he commenced operations, that will carry 
him back not only eighteen years, but twenty-two 


years. Then it is the renewal of a patent for | 


what is contained in this model, drawings, or spe- 


cification; and L asserted he could go back eighteen | 


years. I now go further, and prove, by the Sen- 
ator’s own admission, that he can go back for 
twenty-two years, if he can show that the first 


thing he did was to get up this model, which is, | 


in all probability, the fact. 
Then, what becomes of these broad denials of 
my assertions, when I prove from the statements 


of the Senator himself, that notonly do these con- | 
stituents of his claim what is contained in other | 
reapers, but I show that they commenced in 1832, 


making twenty-two years that they can go back 
and prove they invented anything, by bringing 
up the dead body of this burnt model? How are 
they to get atit? The Senator tells you, in another 
part of his speech, that the model was burnt in 
1836. 1t has, therefore, been burnt up for eighteen 
years. How are these men to bring to the knowl- 


edge of the Commissioner of Patents what was | 
in that model? They are to do it by oral testi- | 


mony. They are to fish around the country and 


find some man who will swear that so far back as | 
1836 or 1832, he saw a model containing such im- | 


provements as they now specify in their claim, 
and when they do that, and prove it, they get a 


patent for it, And what else do they get a patent | 


for under the provisions of this bill? They are not 
only to go back to the utmost limit to which they 


can trace this model, but then comes in another || 


provision of the bill, that for everything from the 
day of the issue of the first patent to the time 


mentioned in the bill, which is fourteen years, | 


they are to have the patent extended for every 
particle of improvement. Every improvement 
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| prove is embraced in their claim. 


| security is there to the public. 


| vest time, and be within the sound of many reap- 


| patentees to come in and perfect their patents and | 


|| patent, tolet people buy other reapers, and, at last, 
| when they have secured an extension of their own || 


| ever realize by making and selling such machines 


| the last it will have fallen out. 


| or two weeks at the outside.’ 


a 


| 

time is to be included within the renewed patent. | 
Then, I say, it isan enormity. It is such a prop- || 
osition of legislation as perhaps never was sub- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States be- || 
fore. | 
Sir, in ordinary cases what are the solemnities || 
to be pursued? An inventor goes to the Patent || 
Office, and files his claim and specification. What 
else? He has solemnly to avouch for the fact, || 
that in his opinion, he is the true and original || 
inventor. He files an affidavit of that. If any 
other person sees fit to come forward and contest 
the originality of his invention, he has a right to 
do so,and a contest for priority takes place, and 
it is decided on the proofs. But here this bill pro- | 
vides that these men shall go before the Patent 
Office and file their claim and specifications, and || 
shail be entitled to a patent for whatever they can 
I have shown, 
that according to the admissions of these men, 
they may go back not only eighteen years, but 
twenty-two years, and have a patent for all which 
they may allege was contained in the model, 
which was burnt long ago. Let me ask what 


The Senator from Michigan made a great deal || 
of sport, as he supposed, in regard to what I said 
about stopping reapers on the western prairies. 
Why, sir, I can stand at my door at home in har- 


ing machines. Men on those prairies have in- 
curred the expense of buying harvesting and 
reaping machines; but did they ever think of buy- | 
ing one of Moore & Hascall’s machines? No, 
sir, they have not got one of them. 
W hat is proposed, as is now shown by the tes- | 
timony? It is proposed by Moore & Hascall 
themselves to lie still, to keep quiet, to allow other | 


secure their rights, to say nothing about their own 


patent, they will break in on the community, and 
without furnishing reapers themselves, will stop 


them to a greater extent in value than they could 


as theirs. This is sworn to, as their intention; 
and yet | am told that when I said so before, | || 
made an assertion as broad and unreasonable as | 
would be an assertion that all matter would go to 
wreck to-morrow. 

But, sir, there is something further upon the | 
question, not only of what they claim, but of the 
intention with which they make their claim. In | 
speaking of the machine, the Senator from Mich- 
igan said: 

“It could only be tried in harvest time, and Senators 


who are acquainted with grain growing, will see it would 
only be tried while the wheat was fit to thresh.’ 


Now, Mr. President and Senators, let me beg || 





of you to take, in connection with what is here || 
said, what 1 asserted before—that this machine || 
was worthless, and never would be manufactured. 
I stand by the assertion, and will endeavor to 

: ° > | 
prove it. But what isthe statement here? The || 
Senator further says: 


‘¢ With the cradle you begin a week before the wheat is || 
ready tothresh ; but with this machine you cannot operate | 
until the wheatis ready to thresh, because it cuts, threshes, 
and cleans up at once. For this reason the time during 
which the machine can be operated is reduced to ten days, 


If there was no other objection to this machine || 
than what is here mentioned by the Senator him- || 
self, it would be deemed by every farmer and | 
miller in the country, who knows his business, to 
beutterly worthless. Who ever thought of putting || 
off the harvesting of his grain until it is ready to 
thresh ? If it must be ready to thresh before you || 
can operate with the machine, all must be so ready. || 
Suppose, now, that you have a field of one hun- 
dred acres upon which you are to enter; suppose 
it is all ready to thresh to-day—that is, it is dead | 
ripe, ready to fall off; you set in with your thresh- | 
ing-machine, and you find that before you come to || 

Notwithstanding || 
this, the Senator asserts that the farmer gets more | 
bushels of grain by this process of harvesting | 
than he can in any other way. But he says that | 
with the cradle you can commence before the grain 
is dead ripe. If the Senator does know anything | 
about farming, I wish him to pay a little attention || 
to this. 
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| have referred, been 


| vasty deep, 


If he ever owned a mill, or knows any- 1 
which they can show they invented within that |) thing of milling, | wish he would pay attention. 
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Let him inquire of any flour merchant or miller in 


| the world, whether he prefers wheat cut when it 


is dead ripe, or cut before that? The miller will 


| tell him that he wants it cut before it is dead ripe, 


for then it makes better flour, and there is more of 
it. Besides that, everybody’s common sense will 


| tell him at once, that if wheat be dead ripe before 


you commence to harvest it, the last must be fallen 
out before the machine reaches it. 


Take this in connection with what I said, and it 


| shows clearly that this machine must be worth- 


less, and that it is not the intention to manufac- 
ture it, but to fall back on claims contained in 
other reapers which are already in the hands of 
the farming community, and if these men can make 
them pay, it will be profit enough for them, with- 


| Out putting them to the annoyance and trouble of 


making machines. I have already said, and | shall 
prove it before | conclude, that it does require 
$1,600 to build one of these machines, and does 
take sixteen horses to work one of them. What- 
ever may be theintention of the honorable Senator, 


| and I do not speak of his motives, | ask, is it not 
| apparent, from their own admissions, and from 
the facts in the case, that these men desire an ex- 


tension of their patent in order to make money 
out of the investments of others, and not out of 
their own exertions? | said, when | was speak- 
ing on a previous day, that when it was: first in- 
troduced into Congress, it did not contain a pro- 


| vision giving them what is given by the present 


bill, and I showed a copy of the bill to the Senate 
at that time to sustain that assertion. The Sen- 


| ator from Michigan, speaking on thatgoint, said: 


‘¢ The Senator says there is one portion of this bill that is 


|| Wrong, because it seeks to renew whatever was contained 


in the ‘ model, drawings, or specifications,’ instead of say- 
ing ‘ the model, drawing, and specifications.’ I draw the 
attention of the Senate to this fact, because I want the bill 
understood. I want it to meet every objection, and I wish 
to have the judgment of Senators on this question after it ia 
thoroughly tested and understood. If it will not bear the 
light of examination, far be it from me to ask them to pass 
the bill,’’ 


Sir, that is fair. The Senator says he is will- 
ing to submit the matter to examination, and if 
the bill will not bear the test of examination and 
scrutiny, he does not wart to have it passed. 
Then f ‘send this inquiry to the Senator: if 
what he says in a subsequent part of his speech 
is correct, that all these men seek by this bill is 
relief from any objection of abandonment which 
might be made on account of the time which has 
elapsed since — first presented to their case now, 
why, I ask, is this peculiar provision put in the 
bill at this time? Was it any less necessary at 
first?) And why is it now incorporated into this 
bill? There is something about this matter that I 
wish to get at. 

The Senator says he wants the fullest scrutiny. 
Well, | ask, why has the provision to which I 
ut in since the bill was first 
reported, if not for the purpose of resorting to oral 
testimony, which will not only go back eighteen 


| years, as | said before, but twenty-two years, to 
| enable them to show what was contained in the 


model, which has been burnt up for eighteen 
years? I can see no other reason why it should 
have been put there. I can see no other beneficial 
use which it could answer. It must be for some 
purpose, or else the Senator would be willing to 
have it stricken out. I can see no other purpose 
which it is to answer than the one I have men- 
tioned. If the model by which Moore & Has- 
call are to be concluded in their claim was in 
existence, there would not be so much harm in it; 
but it is not in existence. Has it been exhibited 
to a member of Congress? Who has seen it? 
W ho* can tell what is in it? Can anybody else 


| who has promiap: a reaping machine say whether 


the model these men are going to bring ‘from the 
’? contains important points in their 
machines or 10t? No, sir; it would, however, be 
the most convenient thing in the world for men 
who are lying low, as they say they are, and 
seeking an extension of a t, to bring forward 
such a model as no mo man ever saw, if the 
could only get some one to swear he had seen it 
twenty-two years ago, with these very important 
parts in it. 

But the Senator, in his reply to me, says what I 
think is rather unjust. He charges me, by im- 
plication, with censuring the Commissioner of 
Patents, with declaring that he will act fraud- 


| ulently, and will not be governed by the right 
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and justice of the case. Sir, there is no necessity | or will you, after a lapse of fourteen years, pass a | 


for presuming any such thing against the Com- 
missioner of Patents. Ido not presyme it. He 
has to decide according to the proof before him, 
whether it be faise or true, If these men bring up 
testimony to show that in this dead model there 
were certain features, then this bill, if passed, will 
make it his imperative duty to take outstanding 
patents from everybody else, and to give the ben- 
efits over to Moore & Hascall; and if given to 
them, they can reap the benefit of them ina much 
more profitable way, by making others pay the 
cost, than by paying it themselves. ‘The Senator 
from Michigan on this point said: 

“The bill proposes to give them an extension for such 
improvements as they made in perfecting it. Why is this 


necessary? Without the provision, the extension is good 
for notbhing.’’ 


If the bill did not give them the improvements | 
they have made in the mean time, the Senator from | 
Michigan says, it would be good for nothing. | 
Now, let me inquire again, if the extension would 
be good for nothing, what is the reason for it? It 
is because their original machine was good for | 
nothing. ‘Then, to make it good for anything, 
they have made improvements in it, and conse- | 
quently these improvements must have been much | 
more important than the original machine. If | 
they are so much more important, why did not | 
these men go to the Patent Office when they got 
up any improvement of value, give the community | 
notice, and obtain a patent for it, and then let the | 
community have the benefit of the improvement | 
by the usg@f the improved machine? But no, sir, | 
they lay sfill during the whole time these improve- | 
ments were running on—fourteen years—while | 
others were complying with the law, who lived | 
thousands of miles from them, and were going to | 
the Patent Office and getting patent rights for their | 
improvements, 

say they lay still for this great length of time, | 
until rights were vested in others, saying in the 
mean time that they were waiting to have their 
own patent extended by Congress, and that then 
they would come down on those whom they con- || 
sidered infringers of it. Itis true, then, that but | 
for the improvements which are to be covered by || 
the renewed patent, this renewal would be good || 
for nothing to these gentlemen. ‘That is admitted | 
by the Senator from Michigan in his speech; and 
consequently they are to be relieved from aban- 
donment of their rights, not only here but before 
the Patent Office. Now, Mr. President, we have, | 
upon another important case, a report froma com- | 
mittee of the Liouse of Representatives, in which | 
a doctrine is laid down thattouches this very point, || 
Senators will recollect the celebrated Wood worth | 
planing machine case. Congress was asked to | 
renew the patent for that machine. Inthe report || 
of the House Committee on Patents on that case, | 
they hold this language in regard to the question 
of abandonment; I think it sound law, and conse- 
quently I quote it: 

** Even if he had actually invented all that is embraced 
in the reissue, the omission to claim. it at any time. during 
the fourteen years was an abandonment tothe public of all 
which he did not choose to embrace in his original patent.” 

Such is the doctrine laid down by the committee | 
in that case, that whatever a patentee abandoned 
to the public during the term of his original patent || 
was dedicated to the public, and could not be re- || 
called. The Senator told us in one part of his 
speech that all these patentees asked was to be 
relieved from this difficulty of abandonment. 

But, sir, in order to show that it was not by the | 
fault of Moore & Hascall that the model was || 
burnt, the Senator from Michigan said: 

“The office took fire and burnt up, and in that burning 
these men’s model was consumed. They, therefore, must | 
prodace another model, and must resort to parol evidence 
to show its identity. Is there any other way known by 
which they can secure other evidence. Certainly not. 
Thew where is the danger? If you give men what they 
have actually invented—for the bill limits them. to that— 
what they are the first and actually inventors of, has any- 


body else a right toit? Task the qtrestion, has anybody 
& might to what these men invemed?”’ | 
! 





}| 
| 








} 


Tsay; yes. Others have a tight to what they 
invented, if these men did not let the public know 
that they invented it. Suppose that nine, or ten, 
or fifteen years ago these men, living in Michigan, 
invented’ something, and a man living in Rock- 
bridge county, Virginia, at that time should have 
come forward and patented a similar invention. 
Will you say he is not entitled to the benefit of || 
his patent because they invented the same thing; 


} 
| 
j 
} 





| which he could claim from his invention ? 


| made to 


en 


bill to set aside the patent of the first patentee, and 
vest his rights in one whoabandoned everything 
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Then | 


I tell the Senator that there may be others who | 


| are entitled, even to the detriment of his own con- | 


stituents; for if they have not followed up their | 


rights, according to the law, they have abandoned 
them, and it is contrary to public policy that they 
should be permitted to take them back. 

But, Mr. President, there is something more to 
be inferred from this language of the Senator. He 
says “they therefore must resort to another 
model, and must resort to parol evidence to show 
its identity.’’ Is not this an admission of the 


| uncertainty of what we are to rely uponunderthe 


bill? He says these persons must bring forward 
another model, and must resort to oral testimony 
to show its identity. Is it a safe course of legis- 
lation to depend upon the failing memory of man 
in regard to transactions which occurred ei¢hteen 
or twenty years ago? Would the Senator act upon 
any such foundation as that in the prudent man- 
arement of his own affairs? I think not; but still 
he asks Congress to do it, and it is for Congress, 


in its wisdom, to determine whether it will do it or || 


\| is considered as a dishonest man in comparis 


not. Let me remind the Senator also, that he 


| commits a great error when he supposes there is 


no other way todothis. Heasks, *‘ Is there any 
other way known by which they can secure other 
evidence?” 

Yes, sir, let me tell him thére was another way; 
and, if he will examine the patent laws, he will 
find that there was an act of Congress passed ex- 
pressly to meet such cases, which enabled these 


| gentlemen, as far back as 1837, to go forward to 


the Patent Office and deposit another model; and 
it was their duty to do tt; but it does not seem to 
have suited their convenience. It appears to have 
been more convenient to them to let the matter be 
for fourteen years, to let the model go, and to act 
as if they did not care about it; and then, when 


McCormick and Hussey, and others, have made | 


improvements, and have patented them, to come 
forward and say, ‘* These are all Moore & Has- 


|| call’s,”’ and ask us to legislate them into their 


possession, and for their benefit, to the detriment 


| of the community. Then I tell the Senator there 


was another mode by which his constituents could 
have supplied themselves with testimony which 


| we could now look at; for if they had redeposited 


their model in the Patent Office, we could send for 

it, and have it produced here, and see what con- 

flicts there were between thatand other machines. 
But, sir, the Senator said further: 


*€ Here is another fact to which I will refer in this con- 
nection. If these men were of the character that the Sen- 


| ator from Wisconsin seeks to satisfy the Senate they are— 


mere blood-suckers upon the producing comrmunity—they 
would have gone on and patented those little inventions for 
improvements as fastas they made them. They would bave 
done what has been done by some others in this country, 
whom I could name, who are undertaking to get great éclat 
before the community, and every two or three years are 
taking out patents for a part of the identical machine orig- 
inally patented. But, sir, [ can tell the Senator from Wis- 


| consin that there is a wide distinction between these indi- 


viduals and some others. They are honest men.” 


That is, Moore & Hascall are honest men, and 
there is a vast difference between them and others, 
To whom did he evidently allude? Mr. McCormick 
is referred to, and it is made a matter of censure 
against him that he redeemed the credit of his coun- 
try atthe World’s Fairat London. While Moore 
& Hascall, like sloths, were loafing in Michigan, 
he was there struggling, with his money and his 

enius, trying to sustain the honor of his country. 

e was one of those who redeemed its name at 
that fair, and now the Senator censures him for 
having endeavoured to get éclat for a machine so 
useful as his. The Senator censtres him for doin 
that for which the world considers him as entitle 
to their credit and esteem; the exertions which he 
erfect a machine which saves so much 
labor in the main pursuit of life, that of acquiring 
the bread of life. Yes, 'sir, an imvidious distine- 
tion is made between him and Moore & Hascall. 
It is said that Moore & Hascall are honest men, 
and the Senator intimated plainty, if not distinctly 
said, that McCormick is a scoundrel. 

What else did the Senator say in regard to him ? 
He says he was one of that kind of blood-suckers 
who has been running every year to the Patent 


Office to obtain new paterits for new improvements 


and inventions. Yes, sir, he has done that, and 


| it is the firet time T ever heard an honorable Sena- 


i 








> 


ee 


tor censure one of his fellow-citizens fo 


r obedience 


to the law. Is it otherwise than commendable 
that he should have followed the law? Would 


the Senator have had him lie still, like his cor 
stituents, and goon and make improvements ane 
boast to witnesses brought against him that h 
was Only waiting for a renewal, to come : 
| those who were using other machines? 
| that satisfy the Senator that he was a mo 
| honest man? Yet such is the category 
who are held up here in contrast with ¢ 
McCormick, because he obeyed the law, and did 
not seek to obtain a dishonest advantage over ;) 6 
farming community, or over other inventors. He 
according to the Senator, is a blood-sucker, while 
the very men who are lying by and endeavorine 
to suck the blood, not only of McCormick, jy: 
of the whole farming tommunity, are honest! 
| For my part, sir, lcommend MeCormick. 


down on 
Won d 
ral and 
of men 
yrus ff 


I say 


|| the country owes him a debt of gratitude. {If jt 


| had not been for him and Samuel Colt, and Stey. 
ens, Hobbs, and Powers, God only knows what 
| would have become of the reputation of the coup. 
| try at the London Fair. Yet McCormick is de. 
nounced, is held up in comparison with other men 
who have done nothing for the community, and 
on 

| with them! 

From the speech of the honorable Senator, men 
would be led to suppose that McCormick lived 
| immediately in the neighborhood of Moore & 
| Hascall, and that he was there prying into their 
movements, seeing what they invented from time 
| to time, and then running off and securing patents 
for their improvements. Let the Senator be cap- 
did, and tell the Senate that McCormick lived in 
Rockbridge county, in the State of Virginia, when 
he obtained his patent. He first commenced to 
manufacture his machines in New York, and it 
was not untila recent day that he got to bea 
neighbor of Moore & Hascall. He is now map- 
| ufacturing his machines at Chicago; and there it 
| was that he heard for the first time that Moore & 
| Hascall were in existence as the patentees of a 
|reaping machine. McCormick was not their 
| neighbor. He was not watching them. He was 
not endeavoring to steal or pirate from them what 
| they were inventing. He was an inventor in 
Virginia as far back as 1834, and as late as 1845 
he obtained his last patent. Never, up to that 
time, as I am assured, did he know there were 
such men in existence as Moore & Hascall. 

It may be well forthe community to take warn- 
| ing not to obey too strictly the laws, for it may 
| be that hereafter the doctrine of the Senator will pre- 
| vail, and that the greatest amount of disobedience 
to law will constitute the highest merit. Certainly 
if that should ever become the standard, these 
constituents of his can claim a high place, for they 
have paid no attention at all to the Jaw, uoul 
others have made what are claimed to be valuable 
inventions, and then they come forward, by the 
mouths of sworn witnesses, and say that as soon 
as they can get the advantage, they will use it on 
these patentees, and the public. 

Now, sir, we come to something very definite 
from the lips of the Senator himself. 1 hope I do 
not misunderstand him; and that I may not mis- 
interpret him, I will give his own language: 

* The Senator from. Wisconsin may well tell the Senate 
that he is perfectly willing that their original patent shall 
be extended for the crude and fmperfect machine for whieh 
they took out a patent in 1836. He may say so, because 
there is no claim that the original patent of 1836 interieres 
with certain other claims which, but for the agents of some 
men, would not trouble the Senate. I wish Senators to 
understand, that if Moore & Hascall simply asked for an 
extension of their original patent, men who have made 
$300,000 or $400,000 out of their inventions would noi be 
here to-day, battling this bill as this is contested. There 's 
the cause ; there is the difficulty, I say these people may 


well say they do not object to the extension of the original 
patent.”? 


Thus it appears now that it is proposed to renew 
a patent which doesat present interfere with some 
other patent. The Senator says I may well say 
that f am Willing that the patent of 1836 may be 
renewed, because that does not conflict with any 
other patent right; but he mo that if we grant 
a renewal, so as to include the improvements for 
which the extension is sought, it will conflict with 
the rights of others; and he wishes to take away 
the rights of others and hand them over to Moore 
& Hascall. Sir, when did the Senate assume the 








right of deciding questions as to the priority of 


‘invention? When were they converted into 4 
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it for such a purpose? There was a some- 
- analagous case, Known as the other case, 
nt before the Senate afew years ago. It || 
‘hen proposed to make an appropriation for 
vee of the article by the United States to the | 
vidual who had a patent for that discovery, 
aod who, so far as I know and believe, is the ac- 
oat discoverer of anzsthesia. But so soon as a 
conator {Mr. Samira] rose in his place, and made 
~ Loown that there was another claimant, the case | 
ediately went out of the Senate, and was |! 
ed upon in that form. The Senate 
ald not for a moment take cognizance of the 
ection of who was the original discoverer; and 
wl en the question came back again, the proposi- 
sion was in the form of leaving it to a judicial tri- 
bunal to decide who was the original discoverer. 

But the Senator says that is what is done here, 
that it is proposed to leave it to the Commissioner | 
of Patents, or to the court to whom an appeal may 
he taken from his decision, to determine who was | 
the original inventor. Sir, when the Commis- 
sioner is to decide, and when the appellate court 
‘3 to decide, on such proof as we have seen must 
necessarily be the only proof that can be produced 
here, what security is there for the decision which 
they will give? What security is there to any- 
body—not only the makers of other feaping ma- | 
chines, but those who are the users of them? It 
appears to me that itis absurd to suppose that this 
would not interfere with other claims. And who 
would be the sufferers? Not only those whose 
laims are interfered with, but every person who 
is using one of these machines; for nobody would || 
have aright to use them, unless he had obtained 
the right from Moore & Hascall, who are now to 
become the patentees. 1] 

The Senator, as I said before, makes sport of | 
the idea of stopping reaping machines. He says || 
there will never be such a procedure, and he || 
vouches for Moore & Hascall that no such thing 
willbe done. I am notaware of how he knows 
this, but certainly they have tolda different story, 
as the sworn testimony shows; for it appears from 
that, that they were only waiting for this’ fortu- 
event to show what they would do. I will 
ask the Senator if he does not concede; and if he 
does not give me an answer, I will ask any lawyer 
in the Senate, that if this patent be renewed to 
Moore & Hascall, and the renewed patent is made 
to embrace the important parts of machines now 
in use, can they not institute proceedings against 
those using them, and such proceedings as will 
stop their use? ff the Senator has ever com- | 
menced a suit for the infringement of a patent 
whilst the infringement was going on, I will ven- 
ture to say he Will admit that one of the first steps | 
he took was to proctre an injunction against the 
further use. In ordinary cases, after an injunction 
is obtained, if the stoppage of the business would 
involve great loss, a receivér is appointed; the 
business goes on; and the proceeds are paid over 
as the court may finally decree. Every patent 
lawyer knows that; and yet the Senator said to 
me the other day, and to the Senate, that no such | 
procedure could be taken. If he knows what I 
believe he must have known, he was aware that | 
it could. 

[come now to some more specific denials of | 
what I alleged ‘the other day; and I wish the 
Senator to give it his attention, if he pleases. The 
next denial that he makes is of a most emphatic 
character. I asserted that this machine cost 
$1,600 to manufacture it, and’ that it requires a 
team of sixtéen horses to draw it. "What says 
the Senator upon that subject: 

“ Again, the Senator says it costs. #1 600 to build one of 
these machities. So fart from that being tht case, it costs 
but $600. ‘Phere is a mistake of $1,000, nearly two thirds | 


of the caleulation. 1 am speaking that whieh I know,” 
* * * * * * * 

‘This machine, so far from taking sixteen horses, takes | 
but twelve ; so far from costing $1.600, it eosts but 3690; 
and Mr. Moore is of opinion thatim provements can be nude 
in the manner of building ity 0 that he cai baild itat acost | 
Of no: over $400; very lite more than a single threshing 
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machine now costs.’’ 


There is an emphatic issue between the Senator 
and me on an assertion of mine. I-wilt'ask him | 
if he places any confidence in whata late colleague || 
of his in the House of Representatives (Mr. Buel,} || 
= | presume he does. We were in the habit of | 
believing Mr. Buel; and { never heard bis veracity || 
called in question by any one; and | will venture || 
to say that the hon 
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will not do it. Let us see what Mr. Buel said || 


|| when advocating this bill in the House of Repre- || 


| ner he did. 
| who worked the machine: 


| tons. 


'| country ! 





sentatives. He said: 

‘© But this machine itself is very expensive, being worked 
by sixteen horses, and nearly $30,000 have been expended 
in its operation.’? 

But that is not all. The same witnesses, his | 
own neighbors, who were sworn in the State of 
Michigan, give us testimony upon this subject. | 
bring to the attention of the Senate the tesumony 
of ofie who, much as the Senator from Michigan 


|| does know, knows more than he does about the 


matter. I bring the testimony of the man who 
swears that he operated the machine for five years, 
I believe. However, I will read the testimony, 
and see what it is. Let us hear what the very 
man employed by Moore & Hascall to operate | 
the machine says: 


“This deponent has been familiar with all the operations 


| Of Moore & Haseall’s harvesting machines in Michigan, 


and only five of said machines have beeu used in said 
State. This deponent further states, that the estimate 
placed on said machine by said Hiram Moore, when offer 
ing to sell the same, was never less than $1,600. This 


| deponent further states, that the machine uforesaid requires, 


in its Operation, a train of sixteen horses.’? 


Now, will the Senator from Michigan tell me 
again that | was mistaken? His denials brought 
furth the production of this tesiemony. I had 
heard that the facts oould be proved, and I made 
the statement, though | did not refer to the testi- | 
mony then; and the Senator was peculiarly un- 
fortunate in taking an issue with me in the man- 
Here is the proof of the very man 


‘* The machine operated for several yeare past by me, 
this deponent, is the most perfect in all its parts of all the 


| harvesting machines that | have known coustructed under 


Moore & Hascall’s patent.”’ 
Before that he states: 


‘This deponent states that Hiram Moore, in the year 
1836, cut for him, this deponent, three acres of wheat 
with the harvesting machine aforesaid, being the first acre 
that had ever been cut with said machine. ‘This deponent 
has been familiar with said harvesting machine’s opera 
inthe year 1842 L contracted with Hiram Moore to 
run, and did run, his barvesting machine through the har- 
vest; and from that time to 1845 I run a harvesting ma- 
chine or machines for said Hiram Moore; and in 1345 I 
built a harvesting machine for said Hiram Moore and my 
self, and have continued to run said miachine every bar- 
vest up to the present ume.” 


I will ask the Senator if he ever did as much as 
that? and yet he tells us that he knows all about 


/it. He has seen it operate, and can tell us that it 


takes but twelve horses; and yet, at the same time, 
he tells us that it will take eight horses to operate | 
a threshing machine. He'teils us that it will cost 
but $600. From the testimony of his own col- 
league we see thatit is very expensive; and by the 
sworn witness who manufactured one, we are told 


| that Moore never pretended to estimate it at less 


than $1,600. ‘The Senator then says: 

“ Talk about stopping reapers in the harvest fields of the 
That argument cannot be touched with logic, 
because there is no beginningand noendto it. These men 
expressly said in their original patent that they did not claim 
the invention ofa threshing machine. Such machines have 
been used for years. Nobody holds a patent for them uow. 
They donotclaimit. Theydo notciaim to be the inventors 
ofa fanning mill. They do not claim to be the inventors of 
arake. They do not claim to be the inventors of the cart- | 
wheels by which this machinery is propelled. But they 
claim that they have combined these threshing powers and 
cleanibg powers with certain cutting apparatus which they 
have invented, so as 40 secure a patentable machine. Why, 
sit, talk about stopping threshing machines, and stopping 
fanning mills, and stopping reapers! ‘The thing is an ab- | 
surdity.”? 

‘The Senator, as a lawyer, knows that it could 
be done, if they could once arrogate to themselves 
these rights. He did not reflect when he said that 
it was an absurdity. If he ever brought a patent | 
suit, | ask if he did not obtain an injunction to 
stop the machine? Every lawyer in the Senate, 
who has ever commenced a patent suit, knows | 
that if he charges a machine with infringing a pat- 
ent, he can stop itsoperation. Everybody knows 
that it is one of the simplest operations to obtain 
an injunction under the patent laws of the United | 
States. Certainly he knows it. 1 repeat what I 
said then, that in the large fields of grain in the | 
Western coutitry, no injury could be more calami- 
tous than to. the farmers in the midst of harvest. 
It would strike more terror and consternation into 
the mind of the public there than anything else 
could do. If such a thing could be enforced, it 


would do more real injury than anything else which | 


could be done; but, sir, it could not be enforced; 
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call, their agents, and their counsellors, and their 
attorneys, if they undertake that game, to come 
with the most potent force; for I tell them that 
they will meet with a force there hardy and stern 
in opposition; and they never can inflict this irre- 
parable injury upon the agriculturists of the West, 
until the men there become baser cowards than 


they have yet shown themselves to be. Then the 
Senator makes use of this language: 


** There is no doubt about one thing, and IT do not seek 
to disguise it here; and, as the Senator has given me notice 
that he is going very extensively into this argument, I will 
say to him, that if he chooses to touch that brauech of the 
question’ — 

What branch? Why that branch which treats 
of the conflict between Moore & Hascall and 
Mr. McCormick. 


‘«_| shall be delighted to meet him, not on account of 
any particular prowess thatl claim for inyself, but because 
‘truth is mighty, and will pfevail;’ andis nowthere more 
certain to prevail than in the Senate of the United States, 
It is uot denied that other individuals do claim, in respect 
to the cutting apparatus, what Moore & Hascall claim. 
Hussey does not claim it. As I said before, there is neo 
collision with Hussey’s machine.” 

Here is a bait thrown out, | suppose, to the 
Senators from Maryland to keep them quiet. 
They are not to make any fuss. They are to let 
Moore & Hascall get their patent. There is no 
conflict with Hussey; and, therefore, the Senators 
from Maryland are to lie perfectly still, Let them 
do so, and let this patent be extended, and they 
will see what will become of Hussey’s rights, I 
will say there is no more conflict between Hus- 
sey and McCormick than there is between Me~ 
Cormick and Hussey and these men. 

** Aa l said before, there is no collision with Hussey’s 
machine; but there are persons in the country who have 
sought to obtain glory, reputation, and eclaf over the inven 
tions of Moore & Hascall, and Hussey. [ will ask my 
friend from Maryland, (Mr. Pearce.) if he has time to 
look into it and he will find that Hussey is an original, true, 
and meritorious inventor, entitled to the thanks of the 
whole agricultural community.”’ 

I donot deny it. McCormick does not deny it. 


*< He will find Moore & Hascall to be of the same class. 
But, sir, he will find that the man who went to England, 
and sought to carry off everything by eclat, has never invent 
ed a machine of this character at all.’’ 

He has not named this gentleman. He has 
been alluding to him, though, as the man who 
was trying to get eclatin England. Then hegoes 
on further to say: 

** He has invented nothing, I do not seek to involve 
myself in any eontroversy about other machines; but | 
dare meet the Senator op this point. I speak on this ques- 
tion to my fellow-Senators here with a little feeling, for this 
reason: Moore & Hascall have expended $30,000 in invent- 
ing the only machine that will operate. Thev are the sole 
inventors of the sickle applied as they apply it—in & man- 
ner thatis worth anything. MeCormick’s machine will 
not work unless he can use Moore & Hascall’s sickle.’? 

There McCormick’s name occurs for the first 
time. 

Let me say to the Senator that I accept the 
challenge, and | will furnish him with the benefit 
of his patent. I have a correct copy of it, certified 
by the Patent Office. There (handing it to Mr, 
Srvart] is a copy of the patent issued to Moore 
& Hascall in 1836. I ask the Senator to show 
me in that the sickle that is now claimed, and [ 
will show it with more minute specifications in 
McCormick’s patent, dated 1834, two years be- 
fore. I will tell the Senator another thing. His 
man, Moore, in the Seymour & McCormick case, 
swore that he invented the sickle in 1835, and that 
it was included in his patent. When he swore 
that, the court forced him to produce the patent; 
and when it was produced, there was nothing of 
the kind in it. How dof prove that? I prove it 
by no less names than those of Samuel Stevens, 
of Albany, New York, by Charles M. Keller, by 
They state, in a 
paper which I have in my hand, that Moore so 
swore; and that when his patent was demanded of 
him, it was apparent to the court that he. had 
sworn to what was not contained in his patent. 
There itis. I submit it for the benefit of the Sen- 
ator. But I have more evilence on the subject. 
A creat deal has been furnished to me. I have 


| here, besides, the models, on a small scale, of all 


the different cutting apparatus that have been used 
by any of these gentlemen, and not one of them 
is like that of MeCormick’s, and it cannot be 
shown that they are. And I will tell the Senator 
now, that he may claiin the identical sickle, if he 


|| pleases, that they have, and he cannot cuta stalk 
Senator from Michigan || it would not be tolerated. Ladvise Moore & Has- || of straw with it. He might just as well take a 
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‘ ' | 
knife and go through the field and attempt to cut | 
it down without holding one end of the straw, as | 
to cut with Moore & Hascall’s sickle without 
McCormick’s combinations. Such a thing was 
never in Moore & Hascall’s; and thew patent, | 
when produced, showed that nothing was con- 
tained in it of the kind, 

3ut the Senator comes now to sum up the case, 
asit were. He says: 

* Now, wir, what do I ask in this bill? Tf ask, and [ ap 
peal to my fellow-Senators if it is not fair to these con 

tiiuents of mine, that they shall have leave to go to the 
Patent Office, and file a specification of what they claim 
to be the original inventors of; that the Commissioner of 
Patents shall then give notice to the whole world that these 
things are claimed, so that Hussey, and McCormick, and 
Atkinson, and anybody and everybody, may come in, and 
see whether Moore & Hascall are the original inventors of | 
this machine or not. And now let me inquire, what does 
the argument of the Senator from Wisconsin go to show? 
iiither that there will be an investigation which will be fair, 
and will secure to these nen what belongs to them, or else 
that the Senate has to come to the conclusion that the 
Orcrmissioner of Patents and the judge of the court to whom 
the appeal may be taken, are not entitled to the common 
confidence of the community.’’ 

Did I ever take any such position? Never. It 
is an unfair inference from my argument. I 
stated that such proof might be produced that the 
most honest and astate man in the world, whether 
as Commissioner of Patents or judge of the court 
of appeals, would have to be governed by it to an 
extent that would amount to a fraud upon the 
community and other inventors. 

** What room is there for these sweeping declarations 
and denunciations, when the bill is guarded ?”’ 

Wonderfully guarded, sir? —They are to have 
all that appears in the model made as far back, 
the Senator intimates, as 1832; all that appears 
in a model that was burnt eighteen years ago, and 
which, though it might have been supplied sev- 
enteen years ago,they never have supplied. They 
are to have what was contained in that model, 
which he does not produce, which he does not 
show to the Senate, which he does not show to 
anybody, but which, after they get the bill passed, 
they will bring forward; and, if they please, they 
can bring it forward containing everything that 
goes to constitute any reaping machine, whether | 
patented by anybody else or not. 

The Senator says: 

‘““T repeat, Moore & Hascall must prove, according to 
it, that they are the original inventors of everything they 
claim, or they cannot have the extension. What is the 
effect of it?) [I mean to be fair, and I willstate it. It is to 
save all question of abandonment to these men while they | 
have been applying to Congress; that is all.’? 

Bear that in mind. Here is an assertion that | 
all that isasked by this bill is to relieve these gen- 
tlemen from an abandonment from the time they | 
made application to Congress up to the present. | 
We shall see presently whether that is all. 

He says, further: 


“'They have been since 1850 urging Congress to pass this 
bill; and it is therefore so framed as not to allow this time 
to be pleaded against them, and thereby to make out an 
abandonmentof their inventions. Thatis the whole thing, 
and itis all there is of it. Is there any reason against it?’’ 

We have seen whether this is all. We have 
seen that not only for the purpose of improve- | 
ment can they have everything they have invented, 
whether patented by others or not, from the time | 
of the invention up to 1850, but they can go back 
to the first existence of the model, and prove that 
by oral testimony, what was contained in that 
by way of origiwal patent, and then upon the top 
of that all improvements made since 1836. The 
Senator says the object is to save all question of 
abandonment to these men while they have been 
applying to Congress. He says ‘‘that is all.” 
Isthatall? Weshall see. Let us see what else 
he says: 

* The only point in dispute is as to that sickle. I say 
MeCormick holds a patent for it ranning for fourteen years | 
from 1845.’* 

That was nine years ago: | 


** We claim thathe hag no righttoit. We claim that it 
is an invention of these men, and that they are entitled to | 
it, and ought to have the emoluments growing out of it. 


The bi proposes to put them in a condition where they 


can contest Uiet question. They cannot contest it now. 


Suppose some man has a suit with McCormick, and proves || 


Cormick, bat dees not help Moore & Hascall.” 

We see whether the relief from an abandonment 
during the time they have been applying to Con- | 
gress is the whole object. 


that Moore & Hascall invented the sickle; he defeats Mc- | 


back nine years, and gnatch and grab from the | 
patent of MgCormick, of 1845, the sickle. Do 


We see that, so far || 
from that being all they ask, they want to go || 
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not, then, let the Senator say that the going back 
to the time of their application to Congress 1s their 
whole object. He has admitted himseif that it is 
to meet ike abandonment of at least nine years in 
regard to that sickle. That we have from his 
own lips. There itis. It is in your speech, sir. 
It will be recorded in the Globe. It will go to the 
country that that is what you claim. The very 
least, in the time of the abandonment of that sickle 
for which you seek relief, is nine years. Yes, it 
is proposed to put them behind McCormick’s nine 
years ago. Why, Mr. President and Senators, 
what has taken place in that time? How many 
hundreds and thousands have got these reapers 
within that time? That is the cutting machine of 
the country. Every man who finds a difficulty 
in procuring manual labor has one of these ma- 
chines, or one of Hussey’s; and while that is the 
case, it is proposed to let the modest Moore & 
Hascall, those men who are contrasted with others 
because they are honest, go behind a patent which | 
was issued nine years ago; and yet the Senator 
who advocates the bill says it is only to meet an 
abandonment of the time during which they have | 
been before Congress. This language is very 
emphatic. He says: 


“The only point in dispute is as to that sickle. I[ say 
MeCormnick holds a patent running for fourteen years from 
1645. We claim that he has no right to it.”’ 

Why did they not make that claim before the 
Patent Office, when McCormick was seeking to 
obtain a patent? Why did they not interfere with 
him then, and show that he had not the priority 
of invention. They were, forsooth, too modest. 
They were not blood-suckers. They were not 
such blood-suckers as to seek the protection of the 
Jaw for their rights. They did not seek that; but 
they afterwards come into Congress for an exten- 
sion to compete with men who had complied with 
the law. ‘That is the argument. The Senator 
says, again: 

“ McCormick is making reapers under two patents, one 
of which he took out in 1845, and which, as [ claim, is for 
the sickle that Moore & Haseall commenced using in 1836. 


But he took it out in 1845, and it has fourteen years from 
that time to run.’? 


Will you bear that in mind, that he took outa 
patent in 1845 for a sickle which Moore & Has- | 
call commenced using in 1836? From his own | 
lips, then, here is an abandonment from which 
they are to be relieved, running through a period 
of eighteen years—a period not only of nine, but 

| of twice nine. And is the Senate asked to pass | 
| such a bill —such a nefarious bill, as I say it is? 

But there is an important matter, in conclusion, 
here, which is thrown out by way of argument; 
and, Mr. President, it would be a most admirable 
argument before a jury in the gorge of some moun- 
tain, by one who had never seen a law book, or 
heard a lawyer speak. The argument is this: 

“They cannot contest it now. Suppose some man has 
a suit wifh McCormick, and proves that Moore & Has- 
call invented the sickle; he defeats McCormick, but does | 
not help Moore & Hascall.”’ 

Why do they not help Moore & Hascall? 
Simply because Moore & Hascall do not man- 
ufacture the machines. If they invented the sickle 
as far back as 1836, and had gone to work, as men 
of public spirit ought to have done, they would 
have manufactured the machine, and then let Mr. 


McCormick sue, as he would have done, I assure | 


you; and then, I apprehend, if they had shown a 
priority over him of nine years, and if they had | 
proved what the Senator said, that McCormick | 
had no rights, they could go on and manufacture 
under their own rights. This argument, then, is | 
fallacious. The simple reason why they cannot 
benefit themselves by a contest of this kind is, 
that they do not manufacture the machine them- 


selves, but only step in as witnesses for others || 


The Senator 


| who are infringers and pirates. 
| further says: 


| ‘Now, sir, after providing, as the bill does, for this 
renewal and extension, upon complete examination by 
witnesses before the Commissioner of Patents; after pro- 
viding, as itdoes, for an appeal as in all other cases, suppose 
| a patent be granted. The question is still left open, before 
the courts of the United States, whenever the parties 
| choose to try it, between Moore & Hascall and McCor- | 
| mick, or anybody else, as to who is the original inventor. 
| What injury, then, can be done by this?” 


And I will say the question is open now. Let | 
Moore & Hascall go to work, if they please, 
and manufacture this machine; and if they are 
sued, and can show priority, they will defeat the 





{men who sue them. They can go on and manu- I 


_ sinuation. 





facture the machine if they will establish their 
priority, which we all know is a sufficient defense 
upon a patent suit. Therefore, the argument in 
this particular fails. But they arenot contented with 
the rights that they have. They must come here 
and ask Congress to set itself up as a judge, and 
decide who has priority, or at least relieve tees 
from eighteen years abandonment, and give them 
a hearing before the Patent Office, to test the ques. 
tion with men who have had patents, undisputed 
upon the points named, for the last nine years, 

I come now, sir, to where I wish to put a ques. 
tion to the Senator from Michigan. It is one 
somewhat personal to myself. I find this singulg, 
declaration in his speech: ; 

‘* Now, sir, I ask—and I ask it with some sort of cong- 
dence, and not a little of feeling—if, when the Senate of 
the United States is presented with a bill which is simply 
to put these inen on a footing with others, which is to give 
them a patent for what they shall actually prove, after notice 
and full hearing, that they originally invented, it can, with 
propriety, be characterized as an enormous proposition? 
Sir, [ know something about this matter; [ know a litte 
about the agencies ; I know a little about the Propelling 
power; and,sir, 1 can say to you that [ know on some sy). 
jects a litde more than [ wish to know.” 

Mr. President, the Senator told us a great deal 
about what he did know. He has at last come 
to something which he knows that he is sorry for, 
[ wish to ask him this question: Does he intend, 
by that, that he knows anything in connection 
with myself and this matter that he imputes as 
dishonorable? 

Mr. STUART. I will say to the Senator, as 
I said to him in the outset, that [ do not propose 
to be catechised, and to answer his questions 
while he has the floor. When he gets through, 
if | think it necessary to reply, [ will answer that 
among ail his other questions, 

Mr. WALKER. | haveno right to presume that 
the Senator intended to make a personal insinua- 
tion. Cowards and knaves only dothat. Men of 
courage and of honor speak out what they mean 
of a personal character. I class the Senator with 
the brave and magnanimous; and, consequently, 
have no right to infer against him that he meanta 
personal imputation; but this much | will say, as 
to every and any one beneath the canopy of God’s 
heaven, such acharge cannot by implication or by 
express language be made without the perpetration 
of a most damnable falsehood; and by that, sir, 
I do not intend to refer to the Senator from Michi- 
gan specially; for | say I do not place him in the 
category of those who make such charges by in- 
I have heard him on this floor often 
enough to know that, when he intends a personal 
insinuation, he will speak right out; and I far prefer 
it from him, or from anybody else, to a sly in- 
sinuation. I should not have put the question, 
but that I had heard some others wondering what 
Mr. Srvuarr meant, 

Now, in regard to these agencies, as I have 
already said, | have never seen an agent of Mr. 
McCormick. He has never sent one tome. If 
he had, he should never have spoken to me again 
himself; but having noagents, having no hirelings 
hanging about him, I have, from the commence- 
ment of this matter, given him a full opportunity 
to inform me in regard to his own rights, and to en- 
lighten mein regard tomy own and therights of my 


| fellow-citizens in Wisconsin. I have indulged him; 


and since the charges were made by the Senator 
the other day against him in so broad terms, 
denouncing me for trying to sustain him, and 
denouncing him for having obeyed the law, he has 
furnished me with the most ample proof to justify 
every opinion I had formed. I am_ proud to 
stand by his rights when assailed, as he has no 
position here to defend himself. I am prepared 
with testimony tenfold what I have brought for- 
ward to sustain that man, to sustain his action 
in favor of himself and in favor of his country; 
and if that be wrong, let the Senator herald it to 
the world. For my part, I say I am proud of it. 
I now hand over to the Senator the testimony 
of the witnesses and the patent, which I say did 
not contain in 1836 as specific a claim for the sickle 
_as is contained in McCormick's patent of 1834. | 
will furnish him with any other testimony which [ 
have quoted. I will furnish him with a copy of his 
speech. 1 will furnish him with anything of the 
kind; and let him now reflect that,so far as I made 
any statements which he denied on # previous 
_ occasion; I have submitted the proof for them, and 
if it is not satisfactory to the Senate, I have some 
other. 


1854. 
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vr. STUART. lam very far from desiring | 
> detain the Senate here with a discussion which | 
“ght be very appropriate if the cause were on | 
)  efore a court, and with nota very intelligent 
ad to decide upon it, and I am perfectly willing | 
shat the question shall now be submitted to the 
Senate as to the engrossment of the bill, without 
~yingone word. With all respect to the Senator 
fom Wisconsin, I have heard nothing which 
makes it necessary to add to what I said before. 
rerated then what I state now, and I have the 
napers here to show that Moore & Hascall dis- 

aimed in their patent, when they made their 
application, all right to an invention of a threshing 
machine, or for a fanning mill, or for anything of 
‘hat sort. They simply claim to have invented a 
-eeland sickle. 1 believe the Senate are disposed 
vy take a vote at this time; I will, therefore, not 
detain them. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question of ordering it to 
he engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Watxer | 
eslied for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 


jered. 

" Mr. DOUGLAS. If the vote is to be taken 
now, | have only a few words to say on the ques- 
tion. I have no feeling upon it one way or the 
other. 1 do not know the parties. I only regret 
that harsh things have been said of a constituent 
of mine, whom I believe to beavery worthy man— 
Mr. McCormick. | do not think imputations upon 
his character can be justly made. In regard to | 
the controversy about the renewal of these patents, | 
| do not see my way clear to vote forany of them 
when the patent has expired. My ground of ob- 
ection is this: | see no power under the Consti- 
tution to reinvest in an individual a right which 
has been vested in the public. Before a patent 
expires, and while it is still private property, it is 
very probable that Congress has the power to con- 
tinue it as such, under the provision in the Con- 
stitution which authorizes the securing of the right 
for a limited time to inventors; but when that 
period of time has expired, and the right to use it 
is vested in the public, every man then has a right 
to invest his capital in it, and when the public has 
thus become possessed of it, and manufacturing 
establishments have grown up for the manufac- 
ture of machines, and large amounts of capital 
have been invested, | doubt whether there is any || 
constitutional power in the Government to divest || 
that right and to render that capital valueless. I 
see no power under the Constitution to renew a 
patent which has expired, or to invest a right in 
an individual which has previously vested in the || 
public, 
ground, I feel compelled to vote against renewing 
any patentin any case where the period for which | 
it was issued has expired. There are grounds of | 
expediency connected with this, but | rest my | 
vote on this one ground, without going into the | 


argument. | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, on 


the engrossment of the bill, resulted—yeas 12, || 


nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Cass, Foot, Hamlin, | 
Houston, James, Johnson, Mallory, Norris, Thompson of 
Kentucky, and Williams—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Brod- 
head, Clayton, Dawson, Dixon, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 


Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Rockwell, Sew- || 


ard, Stuart, Wade, and Walker—20. 
So the bill was rejected. 
Mr. STUART first voted ‘*aye,’’ but before 


the result was announced, said: Inasmuch as | 
1 . 
shall move to reconsider the vote, | change my | 


vote and vote **no.’? { hope I shall be able to i} 


get Senators to understand the question. 


The result having been announced, | 


Mr. STUART said: I move to reconsider that | 
vote. If the Senate desire it, I will go into the | 
discussion of the question now, and I am entirely | 
= to do so, if it is desired; but I was in | 

opes that the Senate would have been fuller, and 
that there would have been a full investigation of | 
the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in | 
= chair.) The question ison the motion to recon- | 
sider. 

Mr. STUART. [ say, if the Senate desire to | 
reconsider that question I will proceed now, or I 
am willing to postpone its consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER, Close it up now. 


For that reason, on this constitutional || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


said, that I consider this case to be one of the 
plainest, if the facts can be presented to the Senate 
and Senators will take occasion to look at them, 
that ever was presented anywhere upon a question 
of justice. I should like, when | proceed with 
my remarks on the subject, that it should be done 
with a full Senate. The Senate is very,thin to- 
day It was difficult to obtain a quorum on the 
vote which has just been taken. 

Mr. BADGE I suggest to the Senator either 
to move to postpone the consideration of his mo- 
tion until to-morrow, or withdraw it now, and he 
can make it to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. Iam aware that I can do that 
to-morrow, but | do not want to do anything that 
is not entirely fair and proper, and according to 
the wishes of the Senate. The subject is one in 


| which I feel a great deal of interest, and which I 


conceive myself perfectly able to explain. 

Mr. BADGER. I move that the motion lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WALKER. That motion can be ordered 
to lie on the table and be called up again, I sup- 
pose. I presume the motion of the Senator from 
North Carolina is, that the motion to reconsider 
lie on the table. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. That motion is not debatable, 
and if | were to propose to take it up, I might not 
be able to explain anything about it, as the Sen- 
ate might refuse to take it up. 

Mr. BADGER. ‘Then! move to postpone the 
further consideration of the motion to reconsider 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DIXCN. IL have no objection to the post- 
ponement. I was at a loss how to vote on the 
question of the engrossment of the bill, because 
1 had not heard the discussion upon it. I really 
desire to vote understandingly; and I shall be very 
glad to hear what may be said furtheron the sub- 
ject. I think the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Dove as] is one which should 
bear with a great deal of force upon the question. 
The principle suggested by him as to the power 
to divest the people of a right which is already 
vested in them is one which should enter into the 
question. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

GOLD COINAGE. 


Mr.GWIN. I hope the Senate will proceed 
to consider the bill which was reported some time 
ago from the Committee on Finance, *‘ to author- 
ize the coinage of gold pieces of the value respect- 
| ively of ten eagles and five eagles, and for other 
purposes.”? The objection of the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisu,] to it will be obviated by 
several amendments, which | am authorized by 
the committee to propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) It requires the unanimous consent to 
consider that bill to-day. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope there will be no objection 
to it. The bill was laid aside the other day on 
the objection of a single Senator. The mail goes 
to California in a few days, and it is very import- 
ant that our action upon the bill should be known 
there-as soon as possible. It is desirable, for 
many reasons, that the bill should be acted upon 

at once. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, resumed the 
consideration of the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. I am authorized by the Commit- 
teeon Finance to move to amend the bill bystriking 
out the fourth and fifth sections, as follows: 


‘Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, Thatthe Director of 
the Mint, in the regulations he is authorized to make for 
the assay office in New York, shall place depositors of gold 
bullion in that office upon the same feoting as depositors of 
gold in the Mint at Philadelphia and branches. 

“ Sac. 5. And be it further enacted, That it shall be at 
the option of persons depositing gold or silver in bullion or 
in foreign coins at the assay office in the city of New York, 
to receive the mint value of the same, either in refined bars 
or in bars made from the identical metal without refining, 
but in either case to bear a stamp of the weight, fineness, 
and Mint value ; and so much of any law heretofore passed 
| as authorizes any other mode of payment or return for such 
| deposits is hereby repeal d.” 


| Mr. HUNTER. I agree to the amendment, 
because | do not wish to embarrass that portion of 

| the bill which meets with the general assent of the 

| Senate, by connecting it with another subject; but, 
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have to be acted upon, and in regard to which I 
shall probably move before the close of the ses- 
sion. I propose to do so upon one of the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. FISH. I understand that the amendment 


is to strike out entirely the two sections to which 
I excepted before? 
Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 
Ihe amendment was agreed to. 
~ y ‘yr 

Mr. GWIN. The next amendment of the 
committee is in the seventh section, to strike out 
the words: 

And the Director, under like rules and regulations, 
shall acquire and keep a collection of all medals that have 
been, or may be, struck by the Unized States, or any of the 
States or Territories of the United States, and also of all 
such as may be struck at the Mint under the provision 
hereof." 

And to insert in lieu of these words, the fol- 
lowing: 

And the Director shail cause to be struck in bronze a 
duplicate copy of every medal struck at the Mint under the 


authority of this section, and shall transmit the same to the 
Library of Congress, to be there retained. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the ninth section, after the words *‘ the annual 
salary of clerks in the Mint of the United States 
to be eighteen hundred dollars each,’ the words 
**from and after the Ist of July, 1854.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section eleven, to insert the words ‘* and the assay 
office in New York”’ so as to provide that the ap- 
pointment of clerks and assistants in ‘the offices of 
the assistant treasurers of the United States, and 


in the offices of the Mint and branches thereof, 


and the assay office in New York, shall respect- 
ively be made with the approbation of the Presi- 
dent.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I desireto offeran amend- 
ment to which | presume there will be no objec- 
It is to come in in the ninth'section, which 
relates to the salaries of the clerks in the Mint. 
The increase provided for in that section, is to 
carry out the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury ia his annual report, in which he 
said: 

‘« The salaries allowed by law to clerks employed in the 
former,’ [the Mint at Philadelphia,] ** have been found in - 
sufficient to retain the best, and recently twoof the most 
skillful and experienced clerks left on that account.’’ 

It is entirely proper to increase the salaries of 
the clerks as proposed. | wish to have a further 
increase, by adding at the end of that section the 
following: 

And from and after the first day of July, 1834, the salary 
of the director of the Mint at Philadelphia shall be $5,000, 
aud the salary of the treasurer thereof shall be $3,000. 

The treasurer now receives a salary of $2,000, 
and $1,000 for paying pensions, and two sums of 
$500 for other duties, making $4,000 in all. I 
sropose, therefore, to raise his salary to $5,000. 

hen the salary of the director of the Mint at 
Philadelphia -was fixed at $3,500, which was 
done, I think, in 1837 or 1838, there were some 
three millions of dollars coined at Philadelphia 
annually. There are now nearly §70,000,000 
coined there. Since that time there has been added 
to the care of the director, the branch Mint in Cali- 
fornia, perhaps the branch Mint at New Orleans, 
and certainly the assay office in New York. Twice 
as much labor is thrown upon him as was in 1837, 
when his salary was fixed at $3,500. The salary 
of the assistant treasurer at New York, who also 
has charge of the assay office there, is $6,000. I 
wish to have something like equality among those 
officers. Surely if there is a necessity for raising 
the clerks’ salaries in the Mint at Philadelphia, 
there is equal necessity for raising the salary of 
the principal officer, which was fixed at the same 
time as the other salaries were. I hope, therefore, 
that this amendment will be agreed to. Its effect 
will be to give’to the director and-treasurer each 
$5,000 a year. 

Mr.GWIN. Ihave not the slightest objection 
to that, but I think it was the opinion of the Com- 
mittee on Finance that it would be better to pro- 
vide for this increase of salary in the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, where the whole 
subject could regularly comeup. I do not oppose 
the amendment, but I think that if there be objec- 


| tion to it, it would be better for the Senator to 


Mr. STUART. 1 suggest what { have already | sir, this amendment relates to a subject which will || withdraw it at this time. 1 am in favor of bring- 
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ing up the subject of increasing the compensation 
of these officers, not only in the Mint at Philadei- 
phia, butelsewhere. Let it be done on the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. [ have no ob- 
jection to the amendment, as | said before, but I 
‘hope the Senator will withdraw it now, if there is 
opposition to it, and not press it on this bill. 

“Mr. HUNTER, Mr. President, I am not dis- 
post d to go further now than we have gone in this 
ball. It was necessary Lo make some provision 
for the salartes of the clerks of the Mint, because 
they were leaving Philadelphia and going to New 
York. The diflerence in compensation between 
the two places was such that it was impossible to 
keep some of the bestclerks in the Mint at Phila- 
delphia with the existing salaries. But | was not 
disposed to go further; certainly not in this bill. 
i am not prepared to say that I would vote $5,000 
to the treasurer or Director of the Mint. | am 
net prepared to say that | would give those ofh 
cers wo high a gradeof salary. TheSenator from 
Pennsylvania refers to the assistant treasurer at 
the port of New York, who has custody of an 
immense amount of revenue. He is not a mere 
officer of the Mint, but one who is assistant 
treasurer at the port of New York, and who has 
the custody of the large amount of revenues col- 
lected there. Of course you have to give him 
large compensation, because he has to provide 
large bonds. His risk is great, and his responst- 
bilities are large. [ am not willing to vote this 
increase of salaries. When the general bill comes 
up I shall be willing to consider the subject. I 
do not, however, commit myself either way upon 
the subject of increased salaries here. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is true thetreasurer at 
New York has charge of a large sum of money; 
but has not the treasurer of the Mintat Philadelphia 
charge of quite as much, if not more? His bonds 
are $300,000. Surely there can be no real objection 
to this increase, It will not embarrass this bill. 
It will strengthen it, 1 will venture to inform the 
Senator from California. ‘This is so just and fair 
a proposition that it seems to me it cannot be re- 
pisted. It ought to go into this bill because it 
relates to the Mint. ‘The salaries of the clerks in 
the Mint are increased by this very bill. Then 
why not increase the salary of the principal in 
the same bill? The director of the Mint at Phil- 
adelphia bas charge of all the branch Mints, and 
thus a larger amount of labor is thrown upon 
him, more than was required at his hands when 
his salary was fixed at the present rate. In all 
probability this amendment will not embarrass 
the billatall. J hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER, The assistant treasurer at 
New York has now the custody of something like 
$29,000,000. It is certatn that his responsibilities 
are 
Mint can As | understand the statement of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, the treasurer of 


be, 


vreater than those of the treasurer of the | 


the Mint now receives, in salary and allowances, | 


something lke $4,000 a year. | am not disposed 
to increase this to $5,000; nor am I disposed, from 


anything | have heard as yet, to give so large a | 


salary to the director of the Mint. I think no 
reason has been shown why we should make this 
increase, unless we go on with the general subject 
of salaries, and increase them all. If we begin 


officers, and not have an increase in detail in this | 


way ina bill of this kind. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, 


Georgia apply to the bill now under consideration, 
It proposes to increase salaries. It provides for 
an increase in the salaries;of the clerks in the 
Mint. Then, while we have under consideration 


The objections urged by | 
the Senator from Virginia and the Senator from | 


the subject of the salaries of the, different officers | 
connected with the Mint, why not consider them | 


all? There is a particular reason why the director 
of the Mint should have an increase of salary. 
Additional duties have been thrown upon him. 
His labors have been trebled, and the responsi- 
bilities of his office have been trebled since 1837, 
when his present salary was fixed. 

Mr. SEWARD. I! wish to suggest to my hon- 
orable friend from Pennsylvania a reason which, 
| hope, will be sufficient to induce him to with- 
draw his amendment. I am in favor of his prop- 
osition, and will support it when it properly comes 
up. But it is not exactly germane to this sill, and 
that is an objection which is very well taken 
against it by those who raise the objection here. 
To that he makes the answer that we do already, 
by this bill, increase the salaries of the clerks in 
the Mint. [tis sufficient to reply to that, there is 
no objection, so far as that 14 concerned, and it 
does not hinder the passage of this bill. But the 
Senator will only embarrass the billand endanger 
it, without effecting his object, by insisting on the 
amendment; whereas he will be sure of the sup- 
port of all of us who agree with him in principle 
whenever the question can come up when it is ger- 
mane and legitimate. I hope, therefore, he will 
withdraw the amendment, and allow the bill to 
ass. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill until to-morrow. 

Several Senarors. Oh, no! 


Mr. DAWSON. I will not insist upon the 
motion if the amendment be withdrawn; but we 


were told, when the bill was taken up, that it | 


would only occupy a few minutes. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If IL had supposed there 
would be any objection to this amendment, I 
should not have consented to the consideration of 
the bill because I regard the passage of the bill, 
without the amendment, as a defeat of it entirely. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Geor- 
gia will withdraw his motion. I think we can 


| take a vote in a minute. 


Mr. DAWSON. Ido not desire to go into a 


discussion, but to gratify my friends, | withdraw | 


the motion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I wish to state that if the 
amendment be pressed by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, I shall be under the necessity of offering 
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may be coined and issued by the Mint of th 
United States, or by such of the branch Mints . 
the Secretary of the Treasury may direct, a sold 
coin of the weight of two thousand five hundred 
and eighty grains, of the value of one hundred 
dollars; and another of the weight of one thousand 
two hundred and ninety grains, of the value of 
fiity dollars, each of which coins shall be of th 
standard finenéss now prescribed by law for - 
gold coins of the United States. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to cause the 
necessary dies and other apparatus to be prepared 
by proper and skillful artists, under the superin. 
teadence of the Director of the Mint at Philadel. 
phia, for coining the above coins, with such de. 
vices, mottoes, and figures as may be approved 
by the President of the United States, the expense 
ot which shall be defrayed from the ordinary ap. 
propriations for the expenses of the Mirt and 
branch Mints of the United States. The coins 
provided for are to be a legal tender, and to be 
received at their respective values as established 
by this bill, in payment of all dues to the United 
States, 

The bill also proposes to repeal all laws here. 
tofore passed authorizing any foreign gold or sii. 
ver coins to pass current as money and be receiya. 
ble in payment of debts; and makes it the duty of 
the Director of the Mint to append to his annua! 
report of the operations of the Mint a statement 
showing the average weight, fineness, and Mint 
value of such foreign coins as are usually imported 


| into the United States, upon assay in the Mint, 


an amendment for an increase of the salaries of | 


the officers of the Mint in New Orleans. It has 
always been my intention, at the proper time, to 


make such a proposition, but while | have no dis- | 


position to embarrass his amendmentatall, | must 
say, the effect of its being pressed at this moment, 


_ will be to open the whole subject. 


with this, | do. not see why we shall not be forced | 


to go among all the officers of the country, in- 
crease the salaries of the custom-house officers, 
and others, and make a general advance. Inas- 
much as | am not prepared to vote for that, l am 


not willing to vote for this amendment on this | 


bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I hope the amendment will 
be withdrawn; but if we are to go on the general 
subject of an increase of salaries, | desire to be 
heard. it is proposed to increase these salaries to 
a large amount; and it is urged that they should 
be increased because of the large bonds which the 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I can show that at New 
Orleans the officers have received more than those 
at Philadelphia, and yet the New Orleans Mint is 
amere branch. But, sir, as it seems to be the 


general desire of the Senate that I should with- 


draw the amendment, I will do so. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
the amendments were concurred in, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read a third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


| is ** Shall the bill pass ?’’ 


officers have to give. Now, we all know practi- |, 


erily that a bond of $300,000 amounts to nothing. || 


The amount of the bond never regulates the 
amount of salary. 

I hope, sir, the question will be postponed until 
we take up the subject of salaries generally. Why 
should we give $5,000 to an officer of this kind? 
lt isa salary almost equal to that of the head of 
one of our Departments, who is engaged here 
during the whole season. If we are to begin with 
this system, let us begin with the head, with the 
President, and come down and take in all the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


| 


Mr. WALKER. I wish to make no other op- 


position to the passage of the bill than to record | viations from the standard weight are notto be ex- 


my vote against it, if the Senate will grant me the 
yeas and nays. I ask for them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 13; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Allen, 
Brown, Clay, Douglas, Evans, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Feot, 


Gillette, Gwin, Hunter, James, Johnson, Mallory, Nerris, | 


Pearce, Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Slidell, Thom- 
son of New Jersey, Toombs, Toucey, Wade, and Wil- 
liams—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, Brodhead, Chase, 
Dawson, Dodge of Lowa, Fessenden, Hamlin, Houston, 
Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Kentucky, and Walker—13. 


So the bill was passed. 
The bill. as passed proposes to enact that there 





Badger, Benjamin, | 





It further authorizes the Director, under such 
rules and regulations, and upon such terms and 
conditions as the Secretary of the Treasury shal! 
prescribe, to provide for swiking medals for such 
States, Territories, associations, societies, and in- 
dividuals, as the rules shall include; and he is to 
cause to be struck in bronze a duplicate copy of 
every medal so struck at the Mint, and to trans. 
mit the same to the Library of Congress, to be 
there retained, All expenses incurred on account 
of the striking of such medals shall be paid by the 
said States, Territories, associations, societies, and 
individuals respectively, for which or whom they 
may be struck. The President is authorized, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate of 
the United States, to appoint an assistant Director 
of the Mint, at an annual salary of $2,500. 

The seventh section of the act of January 18, 
1837, is proposed to be so amended as to extend 
the limit for the annual salary of clerks in the 
Mint of the United States to $1,800 each, after 
Juty 1, 1854, at the discretion of the officers au- 
thorized by law to appoint, with the approbation 
of the President of. the United States; and the 
second section of the act of July 3, 1852, is to be 
so amended as to allow the clerks authorized to 
be employed there‘n, $3,000 per annum each, from 
and after the Ist of July next. All appointments 
of clerks and assistants authorized to be emp] yed 
in the offices of the assistant treasurers of the 
United States, and in the offices of the Mint and 
branches thereof, and in the New York assay- 
office, are to be made with the approbation of 
the President. 

It is further provided that all laws now in force 
in relation to the coins of the United States, and 
the striking and coining the same, shall, so far as 
applicable, have full force and effect in relation to 
the coins now authorized, whether those laws are 
penal or otherwise; and whether they are for pre- 
venting counterfeiting or debasement, for prto- 
tecting the currency, for regulating and guarding 
the process of striking and coining and the prep- 
arations therefor, or for the security of the coin, 


_ or for any other purpose. In adjusting the weish's 


of the gold coins now authorized, the following de- 


_ ceeded in any of the single pieces, namely: in the 





ten eagle piece and the five eagle piece, one half of 
a grain; and in weighing a large number of pieces 
together, when delivered from the chief coiner to 
the treasurer, and from the treasurer to the depos- 
itors, the deviation from the standard weight shall 
not exceed seven pennyweights in one thousand 
ten eagle pieces, or five pennyweights in one 
thousand five eagle pieces. 


‘ ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 


On the motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution explanatory of 


ment ' 
se pp tel 
f core 
that I 
had tl 
ing SY 
wordt 
the 4 
sage | 
intere 
(Eilts 
the © 
em} \ 
accor 
Tue 
that 
term 
matt 
tr tle 






- 












—_ 


a eee) 





Ss 3 ew 









1854. 


an act entitled ‘* An act for the relief of Abigail 
Siafford.”” é 

* Tt provides that tn making payment under the 
» of Congress entitled * An act for the relief of 
; jvail Stafford,’ the Secretary of the Treasury 
iow interest upon the sum appropriated, ac- 


ow : 3 
“gadine te the principles of equity and justice; that 
cording : 

- at the rate which would have been allowed had 
‘ie amount been subscribed under the funding 


ysiem. 
age, WALKER. I wish to propose an amend- 
ment to the joint resolution to strike out the words 
«interest upon the sum appropriated by suid act, 
secording to the principles of equity and justice; 
shat is, at the rate which would have been allowed 

d the amount been subscribed under the fund- 
- evystem,’ and to substitute in lieu of them these 


words: * interest at the rate of three per cent. from 
the 4th day of July, 1778, to the day of the pas- 
eave of said act.”? Thatis about the rate at which 
‘terest would be allowed under the funding sys- 

if it had been provided for in the bill making 
the original appropriation. In that bill the words 
employed were that the claim should be paid 
according to the principles of equity and justice. 
The intention of the committee was, at that time, 
that the amount should be paid according to the 
terms proposed by my amendment; but when the 
matter passed under the revision of the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, he decided that he would 
not pay interest, according to the intention of the 
committee. This resolution is explanatory of the 
original act, and is to give the claimant the interest 
at avout the rate which would have been paid 
under the fanding system. If the resolution be 
nerfected in this form, | shall ask that the origimal 
report may be read, so that the Senate may judge 
what It 18. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear the re- 
ort read, 
| Mr. WALKER. [In the case of this explana- 
tory resolution no report was made; but upon the 
original claim there was areport, which ask may 
now be read. 

I'he Secretary read the report referred to, from 
which it appears that Abigail Stafford was the 
daughterof Henry Smith, of Massachusetts, who 
enlisted on the 19th of April, 1775, and served in 
the ever memorable battle of Lexington, in which 
he was wounded. He afterwards served four years 
On the 26th 
of December, 1775, at Dorchester, he received a 
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general defense. There was a great clamor in 
regard to that claim made by small politicians, 


| and I believe it is continued still in some pretiy 
| respectavle quarters; and it is contendéd that in- 


terest ought not to be allowed on that class of 
cases. | hold that it ought to be allowed in such 
acase. [ hold that it was just in that case, and 
I hold that it is so in this. But I desire to state 
the principle on which that case rested. 

It was a debt assumed by one of the States of 
this Union for the particular or general defense 
during the Revolution, and on that ground it was 
contended that it should bear interest. I believe 
Virginia got one or two millions‘on the same prin- 
ciple by an act passed in 1832. If the original 
debt in this case be right—and of that I know 
nothing but from the fact of its allowance—it 
seems to have been a debt created for the general 
or particular defense of the United States during 
the Revolution. That is the basis of it; and if it 
be such a case, interest ought to be allowed. A 
great deal of clamor was raised about the appli- 
cation of the principle in the case to which | have 
referred. I believe that many gentlemen even in 
the public couneils joined in it. Inasmuch as | 


| consider the principle to be a sound one, | shall 


support this joint resolution, but I do not wish 


| anybody to vote for it with a misapprehension of 
the principle upon which it is based. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


The original bill, as I under- 


| stand the report of the committee, (1 heard nothing 


| of it before,) rested on a state of facts, which are 


rehearsed by the committee. They recommended 
the granting of a pension to the daughter of a rev- 
olutionary soldier, and then they recommended, 
in liew of that pension, that a gross sum should be 


| allowed, ‘hat bill passed, and the sum, of course, 


is payable, and | suppose has been paid. Now 


| the attempt ts to allow interest on that sum from 
1778 down to the time of the passage of that bill. 


Since | lave been in this body, ! have known, 


| repeatedly, cases where the allowauce of interest 


| in every respect. 


was rejected on claims quite as meritorious as this 
This is not the case of a debt. 


| Itisa case where a pension was recommended to 


be allowed to a party, and it is purely a gratuity. 


| L cannot see how, in such a case, there is any 


certificate from the Secretary of State of Massa- || 


chusetts as a soldier; and he was at the battle of 
White Plains, where he was stationed at an out- 
inka 

' Thomas Bacon, the uncle of the petitioner, 
served in the army, and was deprived of the use 
of his feet. The father of the petitioner died from 
wounds received in the Service of the country, 
leaving her an orphan, her patrimony consisting 
of $1,800 of Continental money, which, from its 
depreciation, became wholly useless. On the 18th 
of April, 1777, her grandfather guided the troops 
to the battle of Lexington, and had five sons and 
five sons-in-law in that battle. The report also 
states that there is testimony to prove that she 


furnished supplies to the army by carding, spin- | 
ning, knitting, and making clothes for the soldiers. | 


The committee recommended that the claimant 
should receive a pension; but thinking that a sum 
in gross would better meet her wants, they re- 
ported a bill for that purpose. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to inquire how 
much was appropriated by the original bill. 

Mr. WALKER. I think the amount was some- 
thing like $1,800. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then there is to be interest 
for seventy-five years, at three per cent., allowed 
on $1,800. I do not wish to be considered as op- 
posing the claim, but I shall vote against it. At 
the time | had the honor of being the chairman 
of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, I ex- 
amined and reported against it. I never could 
find facts to sustain the original allowance, to say 
nothing of interest: 


Mr. TOOMBS. I have had no opportunity of 


looking into the facts, to see whether the original | 
aliowance was right or not; but if it was, I think | 


this joint resolution is certainly right, though it 
Is upon & principle which has not been very gen- 
erally accepted on the part of some gentlemen 
here. Itis precisely the principle of the Galphin 
claim—the allowance of interest on a demand 


principle which would justify the allowance of in- 
terest for seventy-five years. I shall, atall events, 
ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 


Mr. EVANS. I desire to say merely that the 


| interest On this claim, as proposed to be allowed 
|| by the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 


sin, will ameunt to $4,050. So far as | have had 


| anything to do with these ancient claims since I 


have been here, | can say that interest has not 


| been allowed. 


Mr. WALKER. The Constitution of the 


| United States provides that private property shal! 


not be taken for public use except upon the pay- 


| ment of a just and adequate consideration. I| 


cannot, for my life, see the distinction between 
depriving a citizen directly of a thousand dollars 
worth of property for the public use, and doing 
it indirectly, by using a sum which would, in in- 
terest, equal that amountthrough a given number 
of years. The report which has been read was 


|made by a Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
| James,] under the direction of the committee, some 


two years ago. The committee, in examining 
the case, found in its details some very peculiar 
circumstances attending it. There seemed to be 
a disposition on the part of this family to make 
sacrifices that actually left them destitute, as it 
were, of the means of support, for the time being. 
I think that the detail of the case will show that 
there was as great an amount of patriotism and 
devotion shown as could be exhibited in the Rev- 
olution. Theadvance of provisions, the manning 
of buats, the taking of provisions, everything of 
the kind entered into the case. No part of the 
money was paid until the passage of the bill which 
this resolution proposes to explain. Then | can- 
not see why we may not, in justice in this case, 
under all the circumstances, allow this small sum 
of interest, which would have been allowed if the 
debt had been subscribed, as it might have been, 
under the funding system. 

Mr. BAYARD. Whether interest should be 
allowed on this claim or not, the committee give 
no reasons for the allowance of it. Take their 
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the passage of the original bill, and no more; and 
that in the shape of a gratuity. The result of 
their judgment was that a pension ought to be al- 
lowed to the child of a revolutionary officer; but 
they substituted, in liew of that, the recomimenda- 
tion of anallowance of a gross sum of money, and 
in that shape the bill passed. They give no rea- 
son why interest should be allowed. That question 
is not touched. In regard to the resolution before 
you, which claims the allowance of interest, I 
take it for granted that the reason ought to be 
given why no application was made to the Gov- 
ernment before for a pension. You are now asked 
to allow interest for a period of nearly seventy- 
five years, without any evidence whatever on 
which to base it. Why did not the party apply 
before, during the whole of that period of time, 
for the payment of the money? The Government 
of the United States was amply capable of paying 
any sum, even if it were a gratuity. Surely there 
has always been ample disposition to extend to 
revolutionary soldiers and their descendants every 
relief which could be rightfully claimed for them. 
1 have never seen any indisposition to do that. 
And if the neglect of the parties themselves pre- 
vented the application being made to the Govern- 
ment for the payment of the claim, either as a 
gratuity or a debt, on what principle can they 
come forward, and ask for seventy-five years’ in- 
terest, while the money was lying in the Treasury, 
out of which they might have been paid, if it had 
not been for theirown negligence? No reason 
is given on the face of the report why interest 
should be paid in this case. 

The amendment was agreed to; the resolution 
was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


On the question of ordering the joint resolution 
to be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Bay- 
aRD called for the yeas and nays; und they were 
ordered, and being taken resulted—yeas 13, nays 
25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Dodge of Wisconsin, Foot, Gillette, 
Houston, James, Rockwell, Rusk, Sebastian, Thom pson 
of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, 
and Walker—13. 

NAYS—Mesars. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Brown, Chase, Clay, Dawson, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, 
Evans. Fessenden, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Gwin, Hanlin, 
Hunter, Johnson, Norris, Pearce, Seward, Slidell, Swart,- 
Toucey, and Wilhiams—25. 


So the joint resolution was rejected. 


ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill in ad- 
dition to an act approved March 3, 1837, entitled 
‘An act supplemental to an act entitled * An ac- 
to amend the judicial system of the United 
States;’”’ which was real, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr.GWIN. The bill is to establish another 
judicial circuit, composed of the State of Califor- 
nia, and the Territories of Oregon and Washing- 
ton. Inasmuch asthe Committee on the Judiciary 
have acted on the subject, | move that the bill be 
printed, and it can go on the Calendar. I give 
notice that I shall, at an early day, call it up for 
consideration. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


Bright, 


JOSHUA CHAMBERLAIN. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill for the relief of the heirs of Captain 
Joshua Chamberlain, deceased. 

It proposes to direct that there be paid to the 
heirs of Joshua Chamberlain, deceased, late a 
captain in the Army of the Revolution, an amount 
equal to the half pay ofa opie from the end of 
the war to Chamberlain’s death, on the first of 
January, 1812; and also to authorize the issue of 
a warrant to his heirs for suca bounty land as 
they are entitled to in virtue of his services. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


[trust not. I hope we may 


|| get through to-morrow with the discussion of the 
|| veto message, so as to go on with the homestead 


report: it presents a state of facts which justified || bill, and other matters of importance. 
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Mr. BAYARD. I make the motion, and ask 
for a vote upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and being taken resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 


YRAS—Mesere. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Brodhea’!, Clay, Dawson, Evans, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Ham- 
lin, Johnson, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toueey, and Wade—22. 

NAYS—Mesers. Adame, Brown, Chase, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Gillette, Houston, Mallory, Rockwell, Seward, Shields, 
Stuart, Sumner, Walker, and Williams—18. 





So the motion was agreed to. 
BENJAMIN ROWE. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the Liouse bill for the 
relief of Benjamin Rowe. 

This bill was at first reported on adversely by 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, for these 
reasons: Rowe, in his petition, alleged that he en- 
liated in the twenty-first regiment, United States 
infantry on the 10th March, 1812-713, and con- 
tinued in the service until he was honorably dis- 
charged at Fort Erie, on the 12th of October, 
1814; that he was taken prisoner, with his com- 
pany, by the British, while on the march to Sack- 
ett’s Harbor, and transported to Quebec, a prisoner 
of war; that in consequence of his hardships while 
a prisoner his health was broken, and he was put 
ashore from the prison-ship by order of the Brit- 
ish surgeon; that he is now totally disabled (by 
ill health, resulting from his treatment while a 
prisoner) from procuring a support, and he there- 
fore prays a pension, This petition was first pre- 
sented to Congress in 1842, and had been several 
times reported against for want of sufficient evi- 
dence. Among the papers accompanying the bill, 
the committee could not find any evidence of an 
official or record character to prove his enlistment, 
service, or discharge, as a soldier of the United 
States, neither was the absence of such proof 
accounted for, or any indication shown in the 
papers that the case had ever been referred to the 
proper office for investigation. 
the committee, the alleged facts of enlistment and 
discharge could, if true, be proved by the rolls of 
the war office; and if not, some reason could be 
shown why it was necessary to resort to the fugi- 
tive certificates (not one of them properly authen- 
ticated) which accompany the petition. 

The bill was subsequently recommitted with 
additional papers, among which the committee 
found the proof before wanting amply supplied 
in a copy of the discharge of Rowe, properly cer- 
tified by Hon. F. Burt, Third Auditor of the 
Treasury; in which the facts of his enlistment, 
captivity, &c., are fully and satisfactorily stated. 
With this addition to the evidence, they were 
satisfied to concur in the views of the committee 
of the House, and recommended the bill pass. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Benjamin Rowe on 
the pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, tocommence January 1, 1854, and to con- 
tinue during his natural life. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read a third time, 
and passed. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I ask the Senate now to pro- 


ceed to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of the claimants of the private armed brig General 
Armstrong. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection 
being made, the bill is under consideration, as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WALKER. When it was proposed to 
call up that bill before, some one said that it 
would Jead to a lengthy discussion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. | 
stronger reason for taking it up now. 

Mr. WALKER. I merely made the sugges- 
tion because it is late in the day. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Then I should prefer to have it 
first on the Calendar next Friday. | have no sort 


of objection, if that course should be preferred by | 


the Senate, to have this bill continued until next 
Friday, if, by general consent, it be considered as 
first for discussion on that day. 


Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Louisiana | 
will allow me to suggest, that if I now move an || 


that be the case, it is a_ 


| ask the unanimous consent 


el. 








adjournment the bill will come up as the unfinished 
business on next Friday. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billisnow | 


before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BADGER. We cannot get through with 


it to-day, and | therefore move that the Senate | 


adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 16, 1854. 


The IHouse met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Wituiam H. Mirsurn. 


TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of a bill of the following title: 

A bill further to amend the act entitled ** An act 
to reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,’’ passed 
March 3, 1851; and the act amendatory thereto, 
passed March 30, 1852. 

The call for the previous question was seconded. 

A motion was made that the bill and amend- 
ments be laid upon the table. 

Mr. SKELTON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for leave to report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means * a bill reducing 
the duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
that it may be referred to the Commutee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. I object. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, when reports were 
called for last Saturday | was absent, and I now 
of the House for 
leave to report a private bill from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, that it may be referred to a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole. 


In the opinion of | 


There was no objection, and 
Mr. KERR, from the Committee on the Judi- 


| clary, reported back, with a recommendation that 


it do pass, a bill of the following title; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Senate bill (No. 146) for the relief of Samuel 


| H. Hempstead. 


Mr. JONES, of Louisiana, from the Commit- 


| tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, by unani- 


mous consent, reported back Senate bill No. 300, 
being ** An act for the relief of Thomas Rhodes,’’ 


| with a recommendation that it do pass; which 
| was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 


and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAGE BILL. 


The House then proceeded to consider the 
postage bill. 


| 


| Mr. HAVEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio | 
| [Mr. Oxps} yield me the floor a moment? 


Mr. OLDS. 
my time. 

Mr. HAVEN. lIask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit an amendment to the bill, 
otherwise | cannot do so, as the previous question 
has been called and seconded on the bill and amend- 
ments, In whatever | may have said in reference 


I will, if it does not come out of 


to this matter, | have been governed bya sense of | 


the propriety of this legislation. I desire to move 
to strike out the first four sections of the substi- 


tute—that part relating to the franking privilege. | 


The residue, as | read it since my remarks made 
yesterday, will then be acceptable to me. 

Mr. OLDS. 
tainment of the gentleman’s proposition. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was 


|| submitted to be acted on in its order. 
[ would ask unanimous 
consent to move an amendment to those sections | 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 


before the vote is taken on striking them out. 


| desire the first section carried out, and the frank- 


|| ing privilege abolished. 


r, OLDS. If this comes out of my time, I 
object. 
he SPEAKER. It does. 


Mr. OLDS. Then the gentleman must excuse 
me for not yielding further. 
Mr. Speaker, I never felt in all my life the same 


| necessity for being able to make a good argument 


as I do at this time, and on the bill under consid- 


I have no objection to the enter- 


| 
| 
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eration; for I think it is an important measure. 
“2 


demanded alike by the necessities of the Post Of, 
Department and the exigencies of the mai! ourtine 
of the country. 1 am aware that the bill may not 
be perfect in all its parts. It may not be such a bi 
as will meet the wishes of every gentleman upon 
the floor. I[t is a difficult matter for a committee 
to frame a bill soperfect that gentlemen shall raise 
no pbjection to it. I was a little surprised, ote, 
ever, on yesterday, and, 1 must confess, a little 
mortified, to hear the learned gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanp.er,} when the gen. 
tleman from New York (Mr. Smrru] introduced 
the proposition to abolish the Post Office Depart. 
ment, say that he expected the tinkering of the 

wpostages by the Post Office Committee would lead 
to such a result. 

What does the gentleman mean by tinkering 
with the postages of the country? The tinkerino 
of the system commenced under Benjamin Frank. 
lin. It has continued to be tinkered with by just 
such men, from his day until the present time, |; 
has been tinkered with, sometimes for good, and 
sometimes for evil, until it has become the com. 
mendation and the praise (as I shall show here. 
after) of the most enlightened Government in the 
world. It has been tinkered with until it has 
become so perfect that it may be considered the 
boast and the pride of the nation. Still, I am 
free to admit that it has its defects, some of which 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
seek to remedy by the bill under consideration, 

Under the law of 1845, in which you fixed your 
rates of postage at five and ten cents, you had a 
good postage system. And you were enabled to 
give such mail facilities as the country demanded. 
During the six years continuance of those rates 
of postage, you accumulated a surplus of more 
than $2,000,000, 

In 1851 the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cuanp_er] and myself, for I plead guilty to the 
charge, voted for a reduction of postages; that 
tinkering has made the Post Office Department 
insolvent at this day. It was the tinkering at that 
time that has led to all the tinkering which has 
taken place since; and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Cuanpi_erR] must plead guilty to 
the charge of having tinkered the Department into 
insolvency. Under the five and ten cent postage 
system you accumulated a surplus of more than 

2,000,000. The moment you reduced your post- 
ages from five and ten cents to three and five cents, 
you brought your Post Office Department in 
debt. The estimated deficiency for this year was 
$1,800,000. The actual deficiency will be over 
$2,000,000. The estimated deficiency for the next 
fiscal year is over $2,400,000. It is reasonable 

| to suppose, judging the future by the past, that 
| the actual deficiency will be more than $2,500,000. 
This deficiency does not include, or only in part, 
the expenses of your ocean mail steamers. This 
does not include the sum of more than $800,000 
that you pay the Liverpool steamers; nor does 
this sum inelude the amount of nearly $800,000 
which you pay the San Francisco line of steam- 
ers. If you add the appropriations required for 
these two lines, it will make a deficiency in the 
revenues of the Post Office Department for the 
next fiscal year of more than $4,000,000. The 
deficiency in the revenues of the Post Office De- 
| partment, at the present rates of postage, is in- 
creasing at the rate of more than $500,000 a year 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanp- 
LER] rightly apprehends the condition of the Post 
Office Department, as the following extract, which 
| read from his speech, will show: 


“The cause of the deficiency, sir, is patent. We have 
agreed to pay, and have paid, more money for conducting 
the Department and conveying the mails than we have re- 
ceived for doing the work for those who employ us. This 
is the ordinary cause for insolvency.”? 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania acknow!l- 
edges the fact that the Post Office Department 1s 


1 | insolvent, and this Fiouse will acknowledge, when 


they are called upon. to ropriate two and 8 
half millions of dollars to tallow the Post Office 
Department for the next fiscal year, that it 1s 
badly insolvent. Insolvent, sir, not through the 
bad management of the Postmaster General, but 
by the legislation of Congress. 

Now, then, Mr, Speaker, is it not the duty of 
Congress to repair its legislation, and save this 
| Department from insolvency? Was it not the 
| duty of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
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Roads to endeavor to do something which might 
vestore this Department of Government to a 
pealthy and solvent condition? And yet, because 
she committee have undertaken to do this, the gen- 
jeman says that the proposition toabolish the Post 
Ogice Department is the result of this tinkering 
with the postage of the country. 

Let me read again an extract from the speech 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania: 


« Mr. Chairman, the scheme of the Post Office Commit- 
tee for repairing the income of the Post Office Department, 
‘ce one that does not reflect that credit on their sagacity 
wh )) we all admit is so generally deserved by their propo- 


sill ms.’ 


The proposition, then, of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, or, in other words, the 
vill under consideration, in the judgment of the 
sentieman from Pennsylvania, is not sagacious. 
if the gentleman’s sagacity can detect and point 
out our want of sagacity, he must be sagacious 
enough to point out a remedy for the insolvency 
of the Post Office Department. He has doneso, 
and | will endeavor to run a comparison. 

Now, what are the two plans that have been 
proposed to save the Post Office Department from 
insolvency; the one proposed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, which the gen- 
tleman says is not sagacious, and the one pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
sagacity of which is yet to be examined and made 
manifest?) The committee proposes, in the first 
place, to abolish the franking privilege. True, it 
is not a direct abolition of the franking privilege, 
but it is that the Government itself shall pay to 
the revenue of the Post Office Department that 
amount of money which will be equal to the ser- 
vice performed by the Post Office Department in 
carrying that matter which the Government itself 
orders to pass through the mails of the United 
States. This is the first thing proposed by the 
Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads: Itis, 
that everything passing through the mails of the 
United States shall pay the Department the cost 
of transportation and delivery, the same as letters, 
newspapers, and other mailable matter. Thecom- 
mittee desire to make the revenues of the Post 
Ofice Department equal to what they would be 
if everything passing through the mails paid its 
proper tribute to that revenue. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, however, objects to this. He 
thinks the proposition wanting in sagacity. Let 
me read what he says on the subject: 

“fam aware, Mr. Chairman, that since these remarks 
have been digested, the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
inittee has presented‘another bill, which looks to the reduc- 
tion of post office expenses, rather than an augmentation 
of its income; a retention of the three cent. postage, bat 
an abolition of the franking privilege, itis all one scheme. 
The plan goes to deprive the people of certain advant- 
ages, in order that the Government may have an income 
from the Post Office Department. I will not speak of the 
franking privilege as a benefit to the Representative. You 
know, sit, every active member of Congress knows, it is 
only a burden cast upon him, in the labor and in the 
cost. [tis not worth while to argue that point; you all 
know it, all feel it; but you also feel that the privilege is 
one secured to the people to enable you to correspond with 
your constituents, and to disseminate practical valuable in 
formation, and fill them with this bread of republican doc 
trine, to keep alive the spirit of national feeling. and the 
uses of national knowledge ; to circulate between his cen - 


ter and the vast extremities of the nation the vital fluid of 


truth; and thus enable the bumblest to know and appre- 
ciate the action of Congress, and connect by the most 
effective ties the Representative with the present constitu- 


ency, the future constituent here with the future Represen- 
tative at home. 


“| hoped to hear no more of this reform of franking priv- 
ileges, or rather franking duties. Weare Republicans, and 
in a representative Democracy itis the right of the people 
to know promptly, and to know thoroughly, what itis their 
Representatives are doing ; and this right of franking is the 


e? 


means, the trae means, and the best means, by which that 
knowledge ean be disseminated.” 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, then, may 
be set down as opposed to the abolition of the 
franking privilege. The movement does not meet 
with his approbation, and he ** hopes to hear no 
more of it,”’ 

But, Mr. Speaker, there happens to be another 
very sagacious statesman who differs widely from 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 1 refer, sir, 
to the truth-telling, the order-loving, the mob- 
hating, the Constitution and law abiding, the patri- 
otic and the Union-loving Horeée Greeley. He, 
too, abuses me for tinkering with the postages. As 
he has set up for a reformer, and has long been 
associated in party ties with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, ! could really wish that they agreed 


1 should really like to have them both satisfied 
with all retorms in the Post Office Department. 
Then, sir, to say the least of it, this Capitol would 
be saved from the ‘* torch of the incendiary,’ 
and we should npt be called upon to surrender up 
our precious lives ‘* beneath its crumbling ruins.”’ 

This great reformer has his peculiar notions 
of what should be done in order to save the Post 
Office Department from insolvency and ruin. 

Let me read what Mr. Horace Greeley says 
upon the subject of thefranking privilege. 4 read, 
sir, from the New York Tribune: 

“Mr. O. told Congress that our present rates will not 
support the Department; that they must be increased, or 
$2,000,000 taken from the ‘Treasury to pay fur mail ser 
Vice ; but he willfully suppressed the fact that. this apparent 
deficit is caused by the immense amount of matter carried 
free in the maiis, mainly under the frank of members of 


Congress.’’ 

I stop reading this extract for the purpose of 
saying that this is utterly false. Every member 
will recollect that, early in the session, | avowed 
myself in favor of abolishing the franking privi- 
lege. At that time, and subsequently, | informed 
the House that $1,500,000 in the deficiency was 
caused by use of the franking privilege. But 1 


| will continue my reading from the Tribune: 


| when they might be riding!’ 


* The Post Office doesn’t pay, simply because Congress 
diverts its righttul sources of revenue to the aggrandizement 
of its own members ; just as our business would not pay if 
we gave away one third of Our issues to favorites, Make 
everything that enters the mails pay its own way, and there 
need be neither increased rates of postage, nor an annual 
deficit; but woe to that Congress which maintains the 
franking privilege, yet nearly doubles the charge for carry- 
ing letlers to those who pay their way! Such partiality 
would not be tamely borne.”’ 

How in the world, Mr. Speaker, am I to please 
these two great reformers? The one says abolish 
the franking privilege, and the other says do not 
abolish it. 1 find myself in great difficulty in this 
matter. If | undertake to please both these gentle- 
men, I shall be in the premennans of the miller and 
his son; and if the House will pardon me, | will 
read from Adsop’s Fables. 

Several Members. Yes! Yes! 

Mr. COBB. ‘They are not orthodox. 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman from Missouri 
{[Mr. Benron] introduced them upon the Ne- 
braska bill the other day, and | do but use the 
same authority. 

‘* A miller and his son were driving their ass to a neigh- 
boring fair to sell him. They had not gone far when they 
met with a troop of girls returning from the town, talking 
and Jaughing. ‘ Look there ! cried one of them, ‘ did you 
ever see such fools, to be trudging along the road on foot, 
The old man, hearing this, 


| quietly bade hus son get on the ass, and walked along mer- 


| of old men in earnest debate. 


| himself. 


rily by the side of him. Presently they came up to a group 
* There !’ said one of them, 
‘it proves what | wasasaying. Whatrespectis shown to 
old age in these days? Do you see thatidle young rogue 
riding, while his old father has to walk?—Get down, you 
scapegrace! and let the old man rest his weary limbs.’ 
Upon this the father made his son dismount, and got up 
In this manner they had not proceeded far when 
they met a company of women and children. * Why, you 
lazy old fellow !’ cried several tongues at once, ‘ how cana 
you ride upon the beast, while that poor little lad there can 
hardly keep pace by the side of you.’ The good-natured 
miller stood corrected, and immediately took up his son be- 
hind him. They had now almost reached the town. ‘ Pray, 
honest friend,’ said a townsman, ‘is that ass your own ?’ 
* Yes,’ says the old man. ‘Oh! one would not have thought 
80,’ said the other, ‘ by the way you load him. Why, you 
two fellows are better able to carry the poor beast than he 
you!’ ‘ Anything to please you,’ said the old man; * we 
can buttry.’ So, alighting with his son, they tied the ass’s 
legs together, and by the help of a pole endeavored to carry 
him on their shoulders over a bridge that led to the town. 
This was so entertaining a sight that the people ran out in 
crowds to laugh at it; tll the ass, not liking the noise nor 
his situation, kicked asusider the cords that bound him, and, 
tumbling off the pole, fell into the river. Upon this the old 
man, vexed and ashamed, made the best of his way home 


| again—convinced that by endeavoring to please everybody, 


he bad pleased nobody, and lost Ins ass into the bargain.’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | fear already that in my 
efforts to please these gentlemen, to reconcile 
everybody with my postage bill, | have placed 


myself in the unfortunate condition of the miller; 


and that, in the end, | shall find that I have pleased 


| nobody, and lost my bill in the vargain. 


Well, sir, | have, it seems to me, in th? apirit 


| of compromise—for that is the spirit which appears 


to pervade the country—split the difference be- 
tween the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cranp_er} and the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Greeley.] | have not made a perfect aboli- 
tion of the franking privilege, but have provided 
that the postages of members upon documents 
and letters received and sent shall be paid out of 


in sentiment about this franking privilege; for || the contingent fund of the House. 
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I agree most cordially with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cuanvier,] that the franking 
privilege is a tax upon members of Congress; 
and | would much rather see it abolished; for it 
would relieve us from much labor imposed upon 
us under its use. We would not have one half 
of the letters to answer, if those writing us un- 
derstood that all letters received and sent by us 
were charged with postage.. I repeat, sir, the 
very fact that we now have the franking privilege, 
induces our correspondents to send more letters, 
by one half, perhaps, than they would if all our 
correspondence was charged with postage. And 
as we are, most of us, faithful correspondents, 
and answer all our letters, it does indeed amount 
to a most serious tax on our time and our labor. 

[ am confident that more than two thirds of the 
public documents published by order of the Gov- 
ernment are not worth to our constituents what 
they cost the Government for sending them free 
through the mail. The gentleman says these doc- 
uments givethe book-makers employment. That 
is true; but the gentleman must remember that all 
documents worth the reading would still be pub- 
lished by the book-makers—the book-makers of 
the people, instead of the book-makers of the 
Government. The book-maKers would still have 
the employment. 

This bill requires that any member sending a doc- 
ument, or aletter, shall indorse his name upon it, 
the sameas now. He must indorse it as official, and 
then it passes through the mail free to him as now; 
but the postage is charged to him, and paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House. It does not 
make any difference in its cost upon the Treasury 
whether the money is paid the Department in the 
way of postage, or whether it is appropriated 
direct from the Treasury to save the Department 
from insolvency. But if the Department must 
sustain itself, and it performs labor for the Gov- 
ernment, and is paid for that labor, it gives the 
Department no excuse for denying such mail fa- 
cilities as it can afford, and as the necessities of 
the country demand. 

If the Government will pay to the Post Office 
Department the amount which it costs to carry 
the matter sent through the mails by the order 
of the Government, it will enable that Dupaatenent 
to furnish such facilities as the proper revenue of 
the Department will warrant. It will also have 
the effect of showing to the country how much 
mail matter is sent through the mail under the 
franking privilege; and, in my judgment, it will 
result, in the end, in the final abolition of the 
franking privilege altogether. When the people 
of the country come to understand that they are 
to pay $2,000,000 a year for the matter which 
passes free through the mail; when they come to 
understand that they are to be taxed indirectly, if 
not directly, for the payment of this amount, they 
will demand of their Representatives the abolition 
of this franking privilege. 

The postmaster of this city has, at my request, 
furnished me with an estimate of the amount of 
mail matter which is sent out from this office 
under the franks of the members of Congress. 
The accounts are kept for one month, and upon 
these accounts an estimate is made for a year. It 
proves fully what I have repeatedly said about 
the amount of free matter passing through the 
mail. 

Ciry Post Orrice, 
Wasuineton, D.C. , May 27, 1854, ; 


Sir: In compliance with your request, | have the honor 
to inclose herewith a statement exhibiting the franked mail 
matter forwarded from this office during the month of 
January, 1854. 

1 am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES G. BERRET, Postmaster. 


To Hon. E. B: Oups, Chairman Committee on the Pos! 
Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 


Statement exhibiting the quanti/y of mail matter sent from 
this office during the month of January, 1854, upon which 
no postage is collected, and showing the amount of revenue 
thut would accrue if the same was chargeable with ; ostage 
and prepaid : 

Number of letters franked by members of Congress, 
7,727. 
Weight of letters franked by members of Congress, 3,446 

pounds. . 
Amount of postage on the same if prepaid, $4,663 62. 
Weight of public documents franked by members of Con- 

gress, 693,508 pounds. ; a 
Amount of postage on the same if prepaid, $110,961 20. 
Weight of letters franked by the Executive offiees, 7,065 
runds. 

a mount of postage on the same if prepaid, 36,782 40, 
Weight of newspapers, 11) ,002 pounds. 
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‘Total amount for one month, $122,407 2. 

Total amount for twelve months, 81,468,896 64. 

Total amount if unpaid twelve months, $2,931,049 20. 

This exhibit shows that $] 468,886 for free mat- 
ter leaving Washington under the franking privi 
lege would be added to tne revenue of the Post 
Office Department, if the change contemplated by 
the bill be made, It is not unreasonable to sup- 
pose, Sir, that, taking the whole free matter pass- 
ing through the mails of the United Statee—the 
exchange of newspapers, and the franks of mem- 
bers during the receas of Congress, and during 
their absence from Washington city—that the 
revenue derived from the abolition of that privi- 
lege, or the payment by the Government, would 
be $2,500,000. 

The second proposition of the committee, Mr. 
Spenker, is to abolish so much of the act of 1853 
as makes a deduction of fifty per cent. for the pre- | 
payment of postages upon newspapers and peri- 
odicals. Thelaw ostensibly requires a newspaper 

massing through the mail to pay one cent postage; 
but, in fact, it paysouly halfacent. Let me illus- 
trate: Take the New York Tribune, which paper 
weighs two and a half ounces. Under the law of 
1852 the postage on it going from New York to 
New Orleans, or San Francisco, is nominally one | 
cent; but you havea proviso in the law that where 
prepayment shall be made at the office where 
mailed, or delivered quarterly or yearly, there 
sholl be a reduction of fifty percent. Under this 
proviso there is received as postage for carrying 
that paper from New York to New Orleansa halt 
cent, and to San Francisco only a half cent. One 
half of this goes to the postmasters in the way of 
commission, and there ts then left to the Govern- 
ment only a quarter cent for carrying the Tribune, 
weighing two and a half ounces, from New York 
to San Francisco. You pay for transportation 
across the Isthmus alone twenty-four cents per 
pound. Now,lask,isthisright? Isitrightthat | 
you should only receive one quarter of a cent for 
carrying two and a half ounces, when you pay one 
and a half cents an ounce for transportation across 
the Isthmus alone. Now, if you do away with 
this reduction of fifty per cent. on newspapers and | 
periodicals for prepayment, a revenue of $500,000 
would be brought into the treasury of the Post 
Office Department. 

In orderthat I might speak by the book, and ex- 
hibit facts and figures on this matter, I requested | 
the Postmaster General to write to the postmaster 
at New York city to furnish him with the circula- 
tion through the mails of certain of the papersof | 
that city, The following is the reply of the Post- 
master General, giving the information [ desired: 

Post Orrice DerartMentT, May 8, 1854. | 

Sin: I berewith inelose the reply of the postmaster at | 
New York, to the letter of inquiry of the 2dinstant, request 
ing intormation as to the number of newspapers mailed at 
that office, accompanying which are statements furnishes 
by the Times and Tribune offices. * * * . 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES W. CAMPBELL. 


Hon. EF. B. Oips, Chairman, §c., §c., House of Represent- 
atiwes 


Post Orrice, New York, May 6, 1854. 
Six: In compliance with the request contained in your 
letter of the 2d instant, I directed Mr. Clark, of the newspa- 
per department, to apply in person at the offices of the | 
Tribune, Times, Heratd, Express, and Courier and En 
quirer, and to obtain, if possible, in a direct manner, the 
information desired by Mr. Olds, Chairman of the House 
Committee, &e. The proprietors of the Tribune and Times 
readily furniéhed such information as is inclosed, whilst 
the others gave ~o satrstaction in the premises, the “Herald 
declining to give the information.”’ 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
LSAAC V. FOWLER, Postmaster. 
per Wa. CaLpwe tt, Secretary. 
irst Assistant Postmaster General, 


Horatio Kina, Esq., 
Washington, D. C, 


Mr. Greeley, of the Tribane, and the publishers 
of the Times, furnished’the information in ~efer- 
ence to their papers; but the Herald, Courier and 
Enquirer, and Express refused to do so. Here 
is Mr. Greeley’s statement: 


Orrice or rns Tripune, New Yorx, May 5, 1854. 
Sir: According to your request, we inform you that we 
send through the mails 5,950 copies Daily Tribune, 11,900 
copies Semi-Weekly Tribune, 103,900 eepies Weekly ‘T'1i- 
bune. Aggregate circulation through the mails, 121,750. | 

Very respectfully, 

GREELEY & McELRATH, 
per S. SIncLair. 
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| | 


the mails, under the present postage system, ac- | 
cording to Greeley ’s own calculation atthe bottom | 


of his letter, yreids a revenue to the Department 
of $42,434. If the reduction of fifty per cent. be 
dene away with, it would be incggased Lo $84,968. 
Mr. Greeley objects, however, to this. It comes 
too nearhome for him. Abolish the franking privi- 
lege, says Mr. Greeley, but do not touch newspa- 
per postage, \ 
as itis now, and make everything which passes 
through the matis pay Ws proper expense tor 
their transportation. 

is a charge of three cents upon a letter weigh- 
ing half an ounce, and half a cent upon a paper 
weighing two and a half ounces, paying equally 
the cost of their transportation ? On! Mr. Gree- 
ley! oh! Mr. Greeley! A charge of three cents 
upon his paper would bring $500,000 revenue to 
the Department, provided the circulation should 
be the same as it is now. 

A great deal has been said, Mr. Speaker, about 
the postages in England. Mr. Greeley constantly, 
when urging cheap postage, refers to it. We are 
coystantly referred to the low postages existing in 
that couply, and we are constantly asked to have 
the same rates established in this country. Do 
gentlemen understand that every newspaper pass- 
img through the mails of Great Britain pays the 
same postage that a letter pays? Yet this is so. 
Unless it is printed upon stamp paper, which pays 
a duty of a penny to the Government, it must 
pay a postage of a penny in passing through the 
mail. If you put Mr. Greeley’s newspaper at 
the same rate of postage that they would charge 
upon his paper in England, the revenue derived 
from it would be $163,000, instead of $42,000. 
And yet Mr. Greeley himself says that every- 
thing passing through the mails should pay us 
proper proportion of the cost of transportation. 
Oh! Mr. Greeley! Mr. Greeley! 
newspaper must not only pay a stamp duty of a 
penny, but even then it cannot pass through the 
mails within three miles of London unless it pays 
an additional postage stamp duty of a penny. 
Take one of the London papers printed upon 
stamp paper, and if it is mailed seven days after 
it is issued, it must pay an additional penny post- 
age. 

‘Now, I ask, why make this reduction of fifty 
per centum for the prepayment of postage upon 
newspapers and periodicals sent to actual sub- 
scribers, the free postage being below the actual 
cost of transportation and delivery? Is the Govern- 
ment so embarrassed that it must have this money 
thitee months or more in advance? 


ment of postage by regular subscribers? 


Why 
is this reduction of fifty per centum made? 


Hesays leave newspaper postage | 


In Eneland a | 


Is it | 


not a bonus given to these newspapers and peri- | 
odicals which is not understood by the country? | 


Was not the proviso sought to be repealed slipped 


BE. 


Does the Gov- || 


ernment save anything in consequence of prepay- |) pyan’s bushel 


| from Pennsylvamia propose as a remedy for this 


into the postage law of 1853, almost unknown and | 


clandestinely? Is a postage of one cent too much 


for a paper to be carried from New Orleans to | 


New York? If it is not, do away with this re- 
duction of fifty per centum, and you will thereby 


bring. $500,000 into the revenues of the Post Office | 


Department. 


The third proposition of the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads, which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cuanp.er] says is not 
sagacious, is, that all letters be prepaid. 1 think 


| that itis Sugacious, and recommends itself to the 


consideration of the House; because it establishes | 


the most perfect system of checks and balances 
between the Post Office Department here and the 
deputy postmasters in the country that you can 
possibly devise. You have no system of checks 
and balances now. If all your postages were pre- 
paid by stamps, then you would have a most per- 
fect system—one that would at once detect the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| slightest fraud upon the revenues of the Depart- | 


& eee you can do away with post-bills. 
a 


ment. ‘he proposition possesses some saygacity 
also, from the fact that it will be a great saving of 
laborin the distributing offices, and, in fact, to all 
the deputy pestmasters of the country. By this 


j 


| 





This | 


one will be a saving of nearly one half of the | 


The postage on the above, for one year, at the present || fact, that you have now returned to the dead-letter 


rate, hatfa cent each, is $42,984. 
Tuomaa CLARK, Esq. 


The circulation of the Tribune alone, through | 





| letters, the greater proportion, fifty-two and a half 
It is a sagacious |! 


j 


Office each quarter nine hundred bushels of dead 


per cent., of whieh are unpaid. 


| labor of the deputy postmasters of the country. | 
|: There is some sagacity m the measure from another | 





| 


June 16, 
proposition from another fact, that You vet pre 
payment upon these dead letters, the unpaid post. 
age upon which amounts to‘about $100,600 any ; 
ally. Is there no sagacity in that? 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another good effer 
to be derived from this prepayment of our a. 
ages. Itis this: The moment you do away ish 
the system of sending letters on which the post 
age is not prepaid, youcan dispense with the dur : 
of advertising dead letters, the cost of doing whic ; 
is an enormous expense tothe Post Office Depart. 
ment. There are very few dead letters taken out 
of the various post offices in consequence of being 
advertised. anne 

A Memser. You mean uncalled for, not dead 
letters. 

Mr. OLDS. Yes; thereare few, I say, of those 
undelivered letters, which are advertised, eye, 
called for. Letters are not technically dead until 
they are returned to the dead-letter office, 

The law requires that at the beginning of every 
month every letter remaining in the post office is 
to be advertised. Suppose, asan illustration, tha: 
a letter reaches a post office on the 31st of March. 
it will be advertised as an uncalled-for letter on the 
next day, the Ist of April, at the expense of one 
cent to Government, equal to one third of jts 
whole postage. 1 would be in favor of abolishine 
this advertisement of these letters which are not 
prepaid, from this fact, that those men who take 
and read newspapers, and who see the advertise. 
ments of uncalled-for letters, are the men who cal! 
regularly at the post office to get their mails; and 
those inen who do not call regularly at the post 
office for their letters are the men who do not take 
the newspapers, and cannot see the advertise. 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the three improve. 
ments—or What we consider improvements— 
which the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads desire to make to the postal laws of the 
country. These, sir, are the propositions which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania thinks are not 
very sagacious. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the honorable cen- 
tleman from Ohio allow me to make one remark? 
It is this: that so far as regards the prepayment 
of letters, I entirely concur with the committee, 
and am ready to vote for that part of the bill. 

Mr. OLDS. I am very much obliged to the 
gentleman for restoring the committee thirty-three 
per centum of its sagacity. 7 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, that is a very small 
quantity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OLDS. Measured, of course, in the gen- 
Now, what does the gentleman 


insolvency of the Post Office Department? Let 
us contrast his sagacity with the sagacity of the 
Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads. The 
comparison, I trust, will not be injurious to the 
committee. 

Fortunately for the committee and the country, 
the sagacious gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
the plenitude of his wisdom, has discovered the 
sine qua non. It is to make the Department a 
charge upon the Treasury. That I may not mis- 
represent his sagacity, | will again read from his 
recent speech. He says: 


‘Are we then to visit the Post Office Department with 
censure and restrictions, because it has exceeded its special 
income, while we confess that public good has resulted 
from theextraordinary efforts of its officers, and the enlarged 
cost of their service? Or are we to say that since these 
measures of public good in. the Post Office Department 
exceed in cost their direct returns, therefore we will tax 
the community direetly for their support, while we refer 
the deficieney of the other Departments to the ingenuily of 
the Secretary of the Treasury? Shall we say, while the 
head of every other Department leans upon the ways and 
means of the Treasury, that Mr. Campbell and Mr. Guthrie 
siall have no imtereourse ? 

“ Sir, the whole argament in favor of increasing the rates 
of postage is founded on the assumption that the Post Office 
Department must sustain itself. With your permission, 
Mr. Chairman, and the patience of the House, I purpose 
looking at that assumption, and L do it now because all tie 
Postmasters General, as well as the Post Office Commit 
tees, seem to have taken it for.granted that such should be 
the case. Why should the Post Office Department be called 
on to sustain itself more than any otfier Department of this 
Government? Why should Mr. Campbell be compelled to 
keep his official hands out of the Treasury more than Mr. 
Dobbin? And why should Judge Campbell’s name and bis 
Department be excluded from the benefits of the deficiency 
bill, while that of the Department under General Davis 
is amply and earefully provided for therein? That is the 
question.”’ 


The gentleman’s sagacious proposition to re 
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wwe the Post Office Department from insolvency 
-o fasten iton the Treasury of the United States. 


—* 


-entieman is surely entitled to receive letters 


rent. Lam now ready to acknowledge the corn, 


i say the gentleman is wondrous sagacious. 


moran undatiful son who, perhaps, expends five | 


_yodred dollars a year more than his father would 
cliow him, might have the same sagacity, and still 
aw upon his futher’s funds to pay the deficiency, 
and save himself from insolvency. The gen- 
leman’s patent, I think, will meet with ready 
RB. t, sir, the moment you fasten the Post Office 
Nenartment upon the Treasury of the United 
Gates, what will be the result? The deficiency 
‘ inerease just as they have in the Army and 
Navy Departments of the Government, untul you 
von up the expenses of the Post Office Department, 
uhave those others, to more than $10,000,000 


8 it, sir, how is this deficiency to be met? We 
must have increased mail facilities for the country. 
We area growing people. This very Congress 
has already added two Territories to the United 
And you must extend the mail facilities 
to them. In 1850 you had to extend them to Cal- 
‘fornia, and Utah, and New Mexico. Wearea 
mighty and a growing people, and our mail facil- 
ities must increase as the population and com- 

vee of the country increases. How is it to be 
done? The gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
fasten it upon the Treasury of the United States. 
But how is the deficiency to be met there? Bya 
tariff, | suppose, will be the answer. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Haven] talked feel- 
ingly and affectingly the other day about the 
correspondence of the servant girls and servant 
men, and | might add, too, the laboring men of 
thecountry. Ay, it would not do, he said, to 
taxthem. But fasten this system upon the Treas- 
ury, and the servant girl, when she goes to the 
store to buy a dress, must, under the tariff oper- 
ation, pay indirectly a tax to supply the deficiency 
in the Post Office revenue? You fasten it upon the 
Treasury of the United States, and you fasten the 
taxes upon those who do not use the mails of the 
country. You fasten it, in spite of all your 
testations, upon those articles of dress which 
the servant girls and servant men must use and 
have. 

Mr. HAVEN, (interrupting.) I will say to 
the gentleman that if he had only allowed the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report the tariff bill 
this morning, he would have seen that we propose 
to raise our revenue upon iron, silks, and such 
articles, of which servant girls and servant men do 
not use much. 

Mr. OLDS, 


country ? 


States. 


Who write the letters of the 
Not the servant girls, who only, per- 
haps, now and then write a letter to make known 
their affections to parents in the old country. The 
same is trueas to servant men. I repeat, sir, who 
write the letters, and carry on the large corre- 
spondence? 

Again, sir, hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. CHanpLer] upon that subject. He 
Says: 


‘A gentleman of extensive correspondence says, in reply 
to a note from me: ‘ As for letter postage, I pay to the De- 
parthent now certainly 8200 per annum more than I did 
when the postage was five and ten cents.’ ” 


By this precious morceau we see that it is not 
the serving girls and serving men who use most 
extensively the mails of the country, but quite a 
different class of society. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania has a corre- 
spondent who pays $200 more postage under the 


three cent rate, than he did under the five cent | 
What must be the amount of his corre- | 


rate, 
spondence, when compared with that of the servant 


girls and servant men of the country? And yet 
under his proposition, that very correspondent 


might not pay any more revenue, under the oper- | 


ation of the tariff, than that of the servant girl or 
Servant man; perhaps not as much, 
To illustrate it again, a little further. 


this Hall has been asking the members of the 
House, for their document books, that he may 
ootaan the list of names of those to whom wesend 
ccuments. For what purpose is this? A gen- 
Ueman in Baltimore pays him thirty cents a hun- 
red for copying those names, with their post office 


truly a wonderful discovery; one for which | 


‘ It isa | 
notorious fact, that one of the messengers about || 
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address. Itis, sir, that he may know to whom 
| and where to send his business circulars—perhaps 
a’louery scheme in thecity of Baltimore. Thirty 
cents a hundred, sir, to get the names and the ad- 
dress of our constituents. Compare his corre- 
spondence with that of the servant men or girl; and 
yet he may not pay more revenue, under the 
tariff, than do these latter upon the goods they are 
compelled to purchase. 
I must refer again to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. In speaking of the 


bill, and the arguments urged in its support, he 
says: 


** But, Mr. Chairman, if the plan is wroug—if the bill is 
unworthy the acceptance of Cougress—sutil more is the 
leading portion of the argument of its able advocate un 
wortily his tame and his position. 

‘* The honorable gentleman who is at the head of the 
Post Office Cominitice demands that the postage be raised 
trom tree to five cents prepaid, and this, among other 
reasons, Qpon the ground that the West, the agriciltural 

| regions, must otherwise be made to suffer by the cupidity 
ot the commercial portions of the country, and be com 
|| pelled to pay for the conveyance of the mail along the sea 
}-board, Such an argument, or an argument thus founded, 
sounds strangely trom the mouth of a statesman; and, 
coneeding that character to the chairman of the com 


mittee, | protess myself astonished at the error into which 
his feelings have betrayed him.’’ 


Why, sir, it seems to me, if I understand my- 
self, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
enurely misunderstood my remarks. | do not 
suppose that the interests of the people of com- 

| mercial New York, in respect to correspondence, 
are different from those of the agricultural portions 
of the West. 1 suppose the merchant in New 
'| York has just as much interest in having comma- 
| nication with the farmer in Ohio as the farmer in 
Ohio has in holding communication with the mer- 
| chantin New York. ‘They are equally interested 
| in having mail facilities kept up between them, and 
|| you cannot, in this respect, Separate the interest 
| of one from that of the other. 
| My remarks were based upon the supposition 
| thatlow postages must result in denying increased 
| mail facilities; and that in the Atlantic States their 
| mail arrangements were perfected; they needed no 
\| increase of mail facilities, but that in the West and 
} South, in short in almost all the rural districts, 
| we needed largely inecrensed mail facilities; that 
consequently low postages operated against the 
| interest of the South and West. 
|| Again, the gentleman talks about the expres 
| carrying letters from Boston to Baltimore for a 
|| penny each, and that, upon every letter passing 
| between these cities upon which three cents are 
| paid, two cents are paid, for the establishment and 
|| maintenance of mail facilities for the West. Now, 
| sir, | repeat, that the commercial men in New 
| York, or Philadelphia, or Boston, or Baltimore, 
| are as much interested in having mal facilities at 
| the West as are the people of the West them- 
| selves; and therefore this two cents of which the 
| gentleman speaks goes to maintain the mail facil- 
| ities in which the man who pays them directly is 
| interested. 
| Sir, the postal system of the United States is a 
| system in which all are alike interested. New 
| York is as much interested in having such mail 
| facilities as will enable letters to pass from New 
| York to Minnesota or Nebraska, as are the peo- 
| ple of these Territories. The gentleman from 
| New York (Mr. Haven] read from the report of 
| the Postmaster General, to show that after paying 
| for their own mail facilities, his State paid a large 
/ amount towards defraying the expenses of the 
| Post Office Department in the sparsely settled 
| regions of the country. Now, sir, [ hold in my 
| hand an exhibit, furnished me by the Auditor of 
the Post Office Department, showing the cost of 
| transporting the mail, and the revenues of the 


Department collected in different States of the 
Union. The results differ most materially from 
those furnished by the gentleman from New York. 
'| They are of such importance that I will read 
them: 


Avoptiror’s Orrice, Post Orrice DerarRTMeNT, 
May 2, 1854. 
Sir: In compliance with your request, [ have the honor 
to send herewith a statement of that portion of the expendi - 
tures of the Post Office Department charged in the several 
States and Territories, and the amount of postages collected 
| in the same, for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1853. 
| Very respectfully, your obedieut servant, 
| WM. F. PHILLIPS, Auditor. 
Hon. Epson B. O.ps, House of Representatives. 


For the fiscal year ended June 30, 1853. 


| 
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Now, sir, if the gentleman would charge New 
York upon the same rule that he has charged the 
other States, he must charge her for the transpor- 
tation of the mail from New York to Liverpool, 
which would make $800,000 in one lift. Again: 
the transportation ef the mail from New York to 
San Francisco should be charged to New York, 
which will give another lift to that State of 
$800,000. When you come to place these charges 
to the account of that State, the gentleman will 
find that the balance is over the left—it is greatly 
against that State. 

Sir, it is impossible to make any calculation by 
which the proper amount of debt and credit ean 
be fixed for any one State. If a letter is to be 
sent from New York to New Orleans, the postage 
is paid in New York; but the expense of transpor- 
tation through the State of New Jersey is charged 

| tothat State; the transportation through a portion 
of Pennsylvania must be charged to Pennsylvania, 
and in like manner through the States of Mary- 
land, Delaware, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia; and Alabama, before it renches 
New Orleans. ‘These facts must all be taken into 
consideration in estimating the expenses and re- 
ceipts of the Department inany one State. I say, 
therefore, that it is utterly impossible to arrive at 
anything like a correet conclusion in this respect. 
Neither is the solution of the question of the least 
practical importance. Our postal system is nota 
local, a State institution, bat it is, in every sense 
of the word—in usefulness, in importance, and in 

| interest—a national institution, 

The exhibit of the Auditor shows some States 
and Territories in which but a tithe of the expense 
of the mail facilities is collected in such State or 
Territory. This, sir, illustrates the utter futility 

1 of abandoning the postal system to private enter- 


prise, as proposed by the gentleman from New, 


York, (Mr. Smira.} 
|| The earrying the mail must, from necessity, 
bea monopoly. Snali it be a Government mo- 
nopoly, or shall it be individual monopoly? For 
one, sir, | prefer a Government monopoly, Gov- 
ernment carries the mails where they do not pay, 
as shown by the letier of the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department. Private enterprise would not 
| care for such regions of country. The Govern- 
, ment does. That is the difference between a Gov- 
| ernment monopoly and private enterprise. W hen 
| gentlemen talk about the destruction of our postal 
system, they talk about destroying that which is 
| the admiration of theOld World. Let me read an 
| extract from the London Morning News of May 
17th, to which | call the attention of gentlemen: 
“AMERICAN PosTaL Statistics.—Some time since 4 
paragraph appeared in the Daily News on the American 
| post office system, containing some interesting Statistics, 
|| derived from documents presented to Congress, Since that 
other documents from the same source have been published, 
containing more particulars und charges against the British 
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Government of iliberality and unfairness. Nothing con 
tributes to throw more light on the social progress of a nation 
than postal statistics, and in the United States these statis- 
tics are given with much greater fullness and clearness than 
they are in Europe. The reports of the American Post Office 
Department are, in fact, valuable State papers, not un 


worthy the attention of English statesmen, as they may see | 


therein the sources by which national enmity may be kept 
aive. 

‘ Some idea of the rapid progress and increased extent of 
the great modern Republic may be formed from the fact 
that in 1853 nearly two thousand new post offices were es- 
tablished in the United States; that during that year the 
length of the mail routes had increased four thousand mijes, 
and the annual transportation of mails to three millions 
of miles, We boastin England of the post-office accom 
modation we get, and of the gigantic machinery of our 
Post Office Department. On the first of December, 1853, 
there were twenty-two thousand six hundred and eighty 
eight post offices in the United States, three Umes as 
many as there are in the United Kingdom. The number 
of miles the mails travel over railways in the United States 
is twelve times the number they travel over in this country, 
and in steam packets seven times the number. The United 
States Post Office Department has engagements with nearly 
six thousand contractors for conveying mails by coaches, 
steamboats, and railways; and the annual transportation 
of mails in that country is sixty-one millions eight hundred 
and ninety-two thousand five hundred and forty two miles, 
two thirds the distance of the earth from the sun. 


. ‘ * * * » * * . * 


‘The postal report says : 

““* The failure of the revenue from letter postage to re 
cover, during a period of almost unexampled prosperity and 
commercial activity, with the same rapidity under the act 
of 1851, as it did under the act of In45, way be accounted 
for upon the supposition that the latter act bad already 
stimulated the correspondence of the country nearly to the 
highest point of which it was capable, and that therefore 
the act of 165i afforded but little further inducement to use 
the mails.’ 


* * * . * 7 * * * * 


‘* Fifty thousand persons emigrate to the United States 
from the German dominions yearly. The best portion of 
the industrial population of the latter country has been es 
caping from the leaden and stupid despotisms there to get 
elbow room and breathe the air of liberty in the colossal 
western Republic. The vast tide of emigration emerges 
from Europe at Bremer-Haven, and the American Govern 
ment have reduced the postage between the United States 
and Bremen, in consequence, to 5d. All the States of the 
German Austrian Postal Union have the advantage of this 
reduction, when their postage to and from Bremen for let 
ters to and from the United States is 24d. a letter, or less. 
Austria, Prussia, and Saxony have made the requisite re 


duction to get the benefit of the five- penny rate, and the | 


whole of the German States will, it is expected, soon come 
into the arrangement. 

‘* The following paragraph, copied from the United States 
Postmaster General’s report, deserves to be written in let 
ters of gold for the sanction it gives to ocean postal reform, 
and for its consideration of the feelings and interests of emi 
grants: 


“The reduction of the letter postage by the Bremen line | 


to one half the former rate, offers greatly improved facilities 
for the correspondence to and from the continentof Europe. 
‘Tbe propriety of this reduction will be apparent in view of 
the fact that the sea postage on all correspondence between 


this country and Europe has generally, and, in ny opinion, | 


most justiy, been considered as quite too high. It is, 
moreover, as well our interest as our duty to, extend to the 
large and increasing German population of the United 
States, and to their friends at home, the most liberal means 
of communication practicable.’ 

*“The complaints of the American Post Office against 
the British Government are, that the British packets are 
unduly favored with the carriage of the closed mails for 


Canada, &c., and that the British Government charge | 


higher proportionate transit dues for the passage of Ameri 
can mails through England than the United States Govern 
ment does for the passage of English mails through the 
United States territory. Moreover, the British Government 
has refused all the overtures from the American Post Office, 
to reduce the exorbitant rates on pamphlets and magazines. 


A final attempt to obtain liberality and fairness was to be | 


made by submitting the whole matter again to Lord Clar- 
enden. 

‘To the credit of the American Governmant, it manifests 
the utmost kindness and consideration for the Post Office 
officials, of whom there are upwards of thirty thousand. A 
large portion of these are in humble capacities, and cannot 


be afforded lucrative emoluments, but they can and do re- | 


ceive great attention and kindness as rewards for the exer- 
cise of intelligence and trustworthiness. 
authorities in America seem to be fully aware that to carry 


out such a department of their own with advantage to the 


public, requires a cordial codperation of the whole staff of | 


officials, aud that such coéperation cannot coexist with 
chronic discontent. 

**The American Post Office documents reveal the rapid 
growih and amazing extent of the great modern Republic, 


and manifest great industry and administrative capacity of 


its subordinate Government officials. No matter how wide 
the territory or scattered the population of the United 
States, the Governmeut of that country, taking the initiative 
prompily, bind all together by social advantages calculated 
to promote internal trade, general education, and affection - 
ate intercourse. While looking abroad on Europe, and 
witnessing the misery arising from present and previous 
kingly ambition and dynastic quarrels, one cannot but 
envy the freedom from overwhelining debt and trouble en- 
joyed by the United States Government.” 


While gentlemen are constantly referring us to 
the postal system of Great Britain, let me remind 
them that on the other side of the water our sys- 
tem is held up as a model system, worthy of ad- 
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miration, and as worthy the model Republic. In 
this country we have three times the number of 
post offices, and twelve times the amount of raul- 
way, and seven times the amount of steamboat | 
transportation. Annually in the United States 
the mail is carried two thirds the distance of the 
earth from the sun. Truly, sir, our postal system 
may be called gigantic. Truly, it may challenge 
the admiration of the world. Notwithstanding 
all our tinkering, the management of our postal 
system calls forth the laudation of the mother 
country. 

Adopt the recommendations of the committee— | 
for they are also the recommendations of the Post- | 
master General—and our postal system, as a self- 
sustaining department of the Government, will 
continue to challenge the admiration of the world. 
Pass the bill introduced by the committee, and 
what do youdo? You derive from the free matter | 


passing through the mails more than $2,000,000 | 


of revenue to the Post Office Department. Pass 
this bill, and you derive from the postages upon 


periodicals $500,000, making $2,500,000 that can | 


be appropriated to increase the mail facilities of 
the country. 


If you bring the railroad compa- | 


nies down to a reasonable compensation for-the | 
transportation of the mails of the country, you | 


save $600,000 more, making an increase in the rev- 
enues of the Post Office Department of $3,000,000, 
without any increase of postage whatever. 


mp . | 

These are some of the measures sought to be | 
attained by the Post Office Committee, which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania calls tinkering with | 


the postages of the country. 1 feel that the com- 
mittee has discharged its duty, and I feel that I 
have discharged mine. I have given much atten- 
tion to this matter, and with what poor ability I 
possess 


House. My argument may notappear as perfect 


| have presented my reasons to the | 


as it would, had | not endeavored to avoid any | 


thing like a repetition of what I said at the time | 
introduced the billin April last. I have convinced 
myself, at least, that the amended bill is one of 
vital importance to the country. I trust that 
the substitute may be adopted in the place of the 


original bill, and that it may speedily become the | 


law of the land, But if, in my desire to please 
everybody, I shall be compelled to see my bill, 


like the ass of the miller, tumbled into the river, | 


I shall console myself with the thought that I 
have discharged my duty, and that those who, 
after me, are placed at the head of the Post Office 
Committee, will be able to devise such plans as 
willbe worthy the reputation bestowed by an 
admiring world upon the Post Office Department 
of the United States. 


The main question was then ordered to be put. 
The SPEAKER. The question is first upon 
the following amendment, proposed by the gentle- 
|; man from New York,{Mr.Smiru,} to come in at 
the end of the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That this aot shall continue in 
force two years, and that at the expiration of that time the 
Post Office Department shall be abolished, and individuals 
and associations shall thereafter be as free to carry letters 
as to carry anything else. 


The question was put; and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Haven to the substitute for the bill. 


Strike out the four first sections of the substitute, as 
follows : 

That from and after the commencement of the next 
fiscal quarter after the passage of this act, the franking 
privilege be, and the same is hereby, wholly and entirely 
abolished ; and the third section of the act of Congress, 
entitled ** An act to amend the act entitled ‘Anact to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 
of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the revenues of the Post (fice Departmeat,’ passed 
|. March 1, 1847,” and all other acts, and parts of acts, grant- 
ing and conferring upon any person whomsoever the right 
or privilege to receive and transmit through the mail, free 
of postage, letters, paciets, public documents, newspapers, 
periodicals, or other matter, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all letters, pack- 
ets, public documents, newspapers, periodicals, or other 
matter, sent or received through the mails, free of post- 
age, under existing laws, by the several heads of Depart- 
ments, bureaus, and offices, shall be charged with postage 
according to the rates now existing, or which may hereafter 
be established by law ; and the postage so charged shal! be 
| paid quarterly, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 

wise appropriated, upon the requisitions of the Postmaster 

General made upon accounts audited and certified by the 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office Depa:tment. 
| See. 3. and be it further enacted, That all letters, 
| packets, public documents, newspapers, periodicals, or 
\) Other matter sent or received through the mails, free of 
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postage, under existing laws, by members of the Se ‘ 
and House of Representatives, and the Secretary Pn 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives shaine 
charged with postage according to the rates now exist » 
or which may hereafter be established by law, and paid! 
of the contingent funds of the two Houses of Con a 
upon accounts audited and certified by the Auditor a: 5 
Treasury for the Post Office Department. =~ 
Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That, to entitle 
letter, packet, public document, newspaper, per 
other matter to be charged upon the Treasury of 
States, or upon the contingent fund of either House of 
Congress, as hereinbefore provided, it must be addres - 
to or indorsed by the proper person or officer in the rn 
manner as is now required by law to entitle the same t, 
pass through the mails free of postage. , hi 

Mr. HAVEN. The first four sections of the 
bill relate, I believe, entirely to the question of 
franking, charging the expense of the transportg. 
tion of franked matter to the Treasury, The 
other sections of the bill relate to the legitimate 
business of the Post Office Department, and shou; 
be, in my opinion, retained. 

Mr. BENSON. Would it be in order to amenq 
the amendment, which has been just reported, a: 
this stage of the question? : 

The SPEAKER. It would bein order to amen 
only by the unanimous consent of the House. The 
previous question having been ordered, cuts off 
any new amendment. As the proposition of th 
gentleman from Maine would be in the nature of 
an amendment, it is not in order, unless by unap. 
imous consent. 

Mr. BENSON. Then I ask the unanimoys 
consent of the House to allow me to move to 
amend the amendment, by striking out all tha 
portion of the bill, or substitute, which does not 
relate to the abolition of the franking privilege 
simply, without charging it over to the Govern. 
ment. If I understand the amendment of the gep- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Haven,] it is— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) It is proposed 
to amend the amendment, and this can only be 
done by the unanimous consent of the House. 
The gentleman from Maine will see that the 
House must determine whether or not his propo- 
sition will be entertained. 


Mr. BENSON. I have asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to enable me to move to 
amend the amendment by striking out all of it 
except the first section, if [ understand it aright. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] proposes to amend the sub- 
stitute by striking out the first four sections of it. 
It is now proposed to amend that amendment so 
as to strike out the second, third, and fourth sec- 
tions of the bill, leaving only the first. That 
| amendment can only be entertained by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

Mr. KEITT. I object. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move to lay the billon 
the table. 

Mr. PECKHAM. 
nays upon that motion. 

he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SAGE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Conwy and 
| Bocock were appointed. 
| The question was then taken; and the tellers 
|reported thirty-nine in the affirmative, (not 4 
sufficient number.) 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
| table. 
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|| The question then recurred upon the motion of 


Mr. Haven to strike out the first four sectionso! 
the substitute. 

Mr. BENSON. Is not that question divisible, 
so as to meet the object I desire to attain? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, because to divide 
isto amend; and the previous question, which has 
been seconded, cuts off all amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yess 
and nays upon the amendment? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 





| Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know if the 
| morning hour has expired ? 
| The SPEAKER. It has; but the House has 
| determined that the main question shall be now 
put; and it must be done, because it is the order 
of the House. It sets aside all others. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 74; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Ben- 
son, Benton, Bocock, Boyce, Brooks, Bugg, Campbell, 
Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Cobb, Corwin, Crocker. 
Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Eddy, 
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